





Supreme Court of Appeals of Vir:ginia 
at Richmond 
ROBERT HARVEY RAIFORD 
v. 
LORRAYNE SPEAR RAIFORD 
FROM THE OOtt&T OF LAW AND OHAN'OEJW OF ()I~ OF NOUOI&l: 
RULE 5 :12-BlilEFS.. 
§5. Nmaa OF CoPIES. Twenty-five co)ies of each bn~f i,Ji)l) 
be filed with ihd clerk of the Court; am.d at least Uir,ee copie-a 
mailed or delivered to opposing cotm8el on or "be:f ore the day 
on which the brief is filed. 
§6. SIZE AND Tn». Briefs shall ~ nine inches in length ap.d 
six inches in width, so as to conf0I1D in dimensions to the 
printed record, and shall be printed in fype not less in size_, as 
to height and widtb, than the type in which the record is 
printed. The recoril nmnber of the ~e and the names ana: 
addresses of coun$el $ttbmitting the brief shall be printed oil 
the front cover. 
At B. WATTS. Clerk. 
Oourt opem at 9:30 a. m.; AdJ011nll at 1 :00 p. m. 
RULE 6 :12-BlUEFS 
§1. Form and Contents of Appellant's Brief. The opening brief of appellant shall 
contain: 
(a) A subject index and table of citations with cases alphabetically arranged. The 
c:;itation of Virginia cases shall be to the ollicial Virginia Rc·ports and, in addition, 
may re.fer to other reports containing such cases. 
(b) A brief statement of the maierial proceedings in the lower court, the errors 
assigned, an<l the questions invoked in the appeal. 
(d A clear and concise statement of the facts. wilh references to the pages of 
the printed record when there is any possibility tbat the other side may question the 
statement. \Vhen the facts arc in dispute the brief shall so state. 
(d) \,\Tith respect to each assignment of error relied on, the principles of law, the 
argument and the authorities shall be stated in one place and not scattered through 
the brief. (e) The signature of at least one attorney practicing in this Court, and his address. 
§2. Form and Contents of Appellee's Brief. The brief for the appellee shall con-
tain: (a) A subject index and table of citations with cases alphabetically arranged. Cita-
tions of Virg inia cases must refer to the Virginia Reports and, in addition, may refer 
to other reports containing such cases. 
(b) A statement of the case and of the points im·olved, if the appellee disagrees 
with the statement of appellant. 
(c) A statement of the facts which are necessary to correct or amplify the state-
ment in appellant's brief in so far as it is deemed erroneous or inadequate, with ap-
propriate rc,forences to the pages of the record. 
( d) Argument in support of the position of appcllee. 
The brief shall be signed by at least one attorney practicing in this Court, giving 
his address. §3. Reply Brief. The reply brief (if any) of the appellant shall contain all the 
authorities relied on by him not referred to in his opening brief. In other respects 
it shall conform to the requirements for appellee's brief. 
!34. Time of Filing. As soon as the es timated cost of printing the record is paid 
by the appellant, the clerk shall forthwith proceed to ha\·e printed a sufficient number 
of copies of the record or the designated parts. 1.1pon receipt of the printed copies 
or of the substituted copies allowl'd in lieu of printed copies under Rule 5 :2, the 
clerk shall forthwith mark the tiling date on each copy and transmit three copies of 
the printed r.ecord to each counsel of record, or notify each counsel of record of the 
filing date of the sub~tirnted copies. (a) The opening· brief of the appellant shall be filed in the clerk's office within 
twenty-one day~ after the date the printed copies of the record, or the suustituted 
copies allowed under Rule 5:2, are filed in the clerk's office. The brief of the ap-
pellee slialt be filed il\ the clerk's office m.>t less than twenty-one days, and the reply 
brief of the appellant not less than two days, before the first day of the sess ion at 
which the ease is to be heard. 
(b) Unless the api'ellant's brief is filed at least forty-two days before the be-
ginning of the next sessi,m of the Court, the case, in the ab!';ence of stipulation of 
counsel, will not be called at that ses;,ion of the Court; provided. however, that a 
criminal case may be called at the next sd sion if the Commonwealth's brief is filed at 
least fourteen days piior to the calling of the case, in which event the reply brief for 
the appellant shall be filed not later than the day befor e the case is called. This para-
graph docs not extend the time allowed by paragraph (a) above for the filing of the 
appellant'<: brief. . . . . . . 
(C') Counsel for oppol';mg parties may file wnh the clerk a written st1pulat10n 
changing the time for filing briefs in any case; provided, however, that all briefs 
must be filed not later than the da)' before such case is to be heard. 
§5. Number of Copies. Twenty-lh·e copies of eacl1 brief shall be filed with the 
clerk of the Court. and at least three copies mailed or delivered to opposing counsd on 
or before the day on which the bric£ is filed. 
§6. Size and Type. Briefs shall be nine inches in length and six inches in width, 
so as 10 conform in dimensions to the printed record, and shall bc;, printNl in type not 
Jess in size. a~ to height and width, than the type in which the record is printed. The 
record number of the case ancl the names and addresses of counsel submitting the brief 
shall be priu ted on the front cover. 
§7. Effect of Noncompliance. If neither party has filed a brief in compliance with 
the requirements of this rule, the Court will not hear oral argument. If one party has 
but the other has not filed such a brief, the party in default will not be heard orally. 

IK THE 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
AT RICI-DIOXD 
Record No. 3865 
Y1HGIXIA: 
li1 :h!' Supreme Court of ~\.ppeals held at the Court-Lihrar:,.' 
Bnil<1i11g i11 1 he City of Hicllmoud on \Yeclut1i,day t he 14th clay 
of ::.\larch, ] ~)31. 
ROBl.DHT IIARVJDY R~\lFOHD, .i:\ppellant, 
a 9a ins I 
L(HrRAYXE SPEAR R.\ IFOHD. ..lppcllce. 
F rom the Cvar t of L rn,· nnd C'l1a ncery of the <'it y o f' Xorfolk. 
r pon the peti tion ol' Hohert Harvey Hai f'oJ'(l nn flppcnl and 
s ,1J)<' l','-'<'d1,as is awn nle<l hi m from a dccn'c .:: 11 tt> red bY tlw 
( 'our( of La w nucl C'hm H·PrV of the citY of Xo rfol k 'lll tlic ,th 
<la:-· of X o,·emhcr, 1 !)J ll. in n· C'<' rt ain clui11<'ery c·m1:-,p then then•-
i11 t1 .. pcucli11g wlwrei11 Lorrayne S pear Ra iford wn-. plaintiff 
:'11d the ~a id p ct itio11('l' wns c1cfondant, upo11 the 1wt itione1, 
or :-.('n1c one for him, e1JtC'l' i11 µ: into bond with sn flk it>nt H ' -
cnri tv l1<.:l'0r e the clerk o f' I tc :-aid court of la \\" mtd l·lrnncen· 
in th'c T' .y ~ twelve htmdn,tl dollars, with condition a·,, 
t i. :> In " rcct s. · 
I' 
2 Supreme Cour t of A ppeals of Vrginia . 
RECORD 
• • • 
.. 
• 
BILL OF CO)[PL.:\..I:\TT . 
To the Honorable .J. Hume 'PaYlor 
,Judge of t he Court afon•sai~l : 
Yom complainant, Lo1Tay11e Spen r Ifoiford, r e~pectfu lly 
rcpresunts unto the Court as follows: 
F ir'!!: That your compla irn111 t a nd the defendant, Hobert 
JTHn-Pr Hniford, who arc ,,·hitc pe rsons, were lawfu ll:· mar-
ric·d 011 1farcb 9, 1949, at Korfolk, \' irµ;in ia, as is c,·iclt1nceJ 
li\' C'opy of marriage cerl i£iC'ate fi led he rewith. 
s,,r·n 11rl : That your <'OlllplaiwmL is arnl has bePn a t)(/,w fidr 
n •i-;ic1c11t of the State of Virginia fo r more than oue Yt'ar 11ext 
r n·1·pcli11g- the iustitut ion of' tl1is suit, that the part i ci,; Inst co-
h.ihitl•rl ai,, husband and wife a t -H O li'anell Street in the CitY 
ol' X or folk, Virginia. · 
Third: 'l'lrnt vour comnlnina 11 L is tlw mother of Glenn Rav 
Npt'HI" np;ed seven yea rs, ~l SOil hy n previous mnniag-e. . 
F1111rtl1: That after thei r marr iage the defendant rrfnsi>d 
1 o oht a i 11 steady cmployme11t, t Ila t he· t'ailed to pro,·icll' fo r 
Y'>ll!' eomplainant's wa uts a11d t l1o~c> of her child, thnt he hns 
wit ltl 1P lcl t he mean ~ to pur<'hase foocl a 11<1 rnirn011t i11 qna11t i-
1i11-.. nnd of n quality sufficiPnt to pro,·idc you t· c·omplainnnt 
and IH'r C'hild in such eo11 ditio11s ns from bis means nncl tlwir 
po:-. itio11 i11 li fe your cornplai11a 11 t had r c>ason 1o expc•c·t m1<l 
t 1,p r itdi t to demand; thn t prior to the mnning-e to tlw clcf'encl-
a11t >·011 1· c·omplainnnt had lo:111Pcl lwr fa tl wr a sum of' nwne~· ; 
1liat tlir defendant dcnin11decl that the coruplainmit haYe lwr 
J'atla1 r exN·u te a note for the 11tonev hor rowccl m1<l tl1at ,-our 
l'omplainant C' lw rg<' lier · fat her iuter0st on· the 
]l,H.i;0 ;{ ~ rno11('~·; that tlw lll'f't111<la 11 t threatened to leaY0 aml 
a band on your eompln i na ni. because Rh0 won Id not 
c·olltply with tlw defell(laut 's dcmamls; that in Odoh<'r, 19-HI, 
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)'om· complainant 's foot became infected, that an operation 
was performed on your complainant 's foot a t the ~orfolk 
Gener al Ilospita l, Orn t your compla inant was informed by her 
doctor that it would he n ecessary for he r to keep her weight 
off of be r foot, that on li er r etu rn Lome from tl1c h ospital the 
aefcn d1.m t announced tha t be could not st and s ick p eople and 
left your compla inant, going to his mother's l10me, tha t your 
r omplainant was left alone iu her home with he r seven yea r 
c,kl ebild, tha t your complainan t had to <lcpend on her neigh-
borhoorl frien<ls a nd lier r e la ti vt>s fo r her food and da ily 
w,mts ; tl ia.i i11 o rde r to obtain adeq uate cc1 r e you r complainm1t 
was fo rced to leave lwr home and go to he r pareu ts ' home ; tbat 
~fter your co111plai1iant r ecoYered from her operation she re-
turned to her home ; t hat on Fcbrua ry 4, 1950., the def endan t 
wi thout jus t can :-e clicl orde r your complainan t ou t of th ei r 
home, iliat aga inst lie r will th(' complai11ant was forced t o 
le>ave h er home, that your compla inant ther eupon r esided 
wi th 11er paren ts ; Ow t the defen dan t after a lap se of a few 
weclrn 1ime came to 1he complainan t's pa r ent s ' home and irn-
})lored and begged her lo r e turn ; tha t he in fo rmed your rom-
plainan t tha t he was sorry that he ha<l orde red her from their 
h ome ; tha t if she ·would for g iYe h im he would r eform; thut he 
would geL a job, tha t he wanted to ma ke her hap py ; t hat your 
comp lainant ther eupon retur ned to th e defendaul; that n ot-
withs tn11 din g- his p romises th e dcfc n<lant failed to secure em-
p loym ent; that in t1w mornings aft er breakfa st h e would go 
ove r to his paren ts ' home and s it a round the> house a ll da~-
doing- not11i1w: ; tbat ht• would ret urn a t night in t ime for the 
u~·cu ing n1eal, tha t the defendant becam e uureasonable in hi s 
d0man<ls ; tha t whe11 a Compero Laundry truck clriYer i11-
q n ir ecl at your complnirnrn t ' s honw for the adcl r r ·. of a neigh-
bo r 1he d ,•ft.ncl ant cr ea ted a scell t• nll(l claimed tha t your (•om-
plainan t wa s haYing :m a ffair wi fh the truck dri,;cr , which 
w:1 s absolut ely false ; that on .Jn11c 21, 1950, tlw defendant 
wit hou t ;jrn, t cau se c.l icl desert a nd abandon th e ('0111 pla i11ant, 
t hat is to sny tbat 011 .Jnue 21, rn:;o, the defendant yo]uutaril:,, 
wilfully and wi thout a11y ju1-ti fi C'a t icm or exeuse wha ten,r 
foaye their home, remo,·in~· a ll of h i8 r lothe-; a 11 <1 pe r ::;ona l e f'-
foct s ; th ni thc sa id dese r ti on has be011 (·ontiuuons 
pnge 4 r wifho ut i1d c rrupt ion S1l1 C'C' that clat P j fhal the part ies 
h er eto haYe not been reconc iled; tl ial a r econcilia -
tion hetwcPn tbc part ies ir.; not probable. 
P ourtl1: In con i-idPrnt iou wlwn'of and forasmuch as -ronr 
c0rnp1a inant is r crneclilcsi;; saYe iu a court of equit y, you r ~orn-
pbimrn l prays t hat proccsr.; slrnll issn(' and the defendant he 
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not under oaih., the oath being expressly waived; that by t~• 
son of defendant's desertion your complainant may b~ 
granted a divo;rce a mensa et /horo froiµ the defendant en the-
grounds of desertion, with le1Jiye to merge: the same into.a. 
divorce a vittculo matrimon,U_," that your eotnplainant ma:y b:e 
granted alimony and costs eX:l)e:nded in the prosecution of this 
cause., including reasonable attorney's fees. 
And your·:complainant will ever pray, etc. 
LORltAYNE SPEAR RAIFORD 
By B. J .. ALFRIEND, ID 
· · Her Atto'rney 
R. '-T. ALFRIEND, III 
Attorney at Law 














tlte: $aid :r;-esponclenf, Ro1>~ H)1:r.ve,y Rai(()tr.ct, Jor ~I ·~n-
. ~~~~·. !t9.· ~~ Bill_ pf Cpmpl~mt fil:e<i: grgjjbmt' Mrr( ~l" Whe a;bnNi~· 
· , m~niio-tt't,~ 1¢qPitplitinant, .a,nswers·,-.a~<i" ~s~~ · 
tPikS;i : ·~al he admit$ :th~r _,~ll'.e;ga-tt·qn:~:; :Qp:nt'.~~~: .m .:Pl\-~-a-
;.irap'hs ·· C3l~g,, ·Two:,;and ·Thr.~e: 'el' ible: hi)lJ; ,ot·,c:Q~l~t..,. 
!' 
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Efecond: That he denies the allegations contaip.ed in Para-
graph Four and calls for strict proof thereof. 
Now having answered the bill of complaint the said re-
spondent prays that he may be hence dismissed with his c9st 
in this behalf expended. · 
ROBERT H.A:a,VEY RAIFORD 
By ··w. L. DEVANY, JR., 
His .Attorney 
W. L. DEV ANY, JR. 
Attorney at Law 
1122 Bank of Commerce Bldg. 
Norfolk, Virginia · 
I have this day:· mailed a CQ:py of the above to Richard ,J. 
Alfriend, III, Attorney for tbe Ootnplainant, 600 Citizens 
BankBuild~g, NQrfolk, Virg·i~i~. 
W .. :. L. DEV AN"¥, JR., 
Atty. for Def.enda.Jlt. 
COlfrt of :Law and Chancery~1 lforfolK, Va. 








DECR:aiiJ. OF :aEFERENCE. 
This cause :e~ame 9n. this dt\Y to p~· ·h~ai:d ·upo1J ~g, '[pill oi' 
cgmplahlt,. duly. filed--"4h~ pr.oc~ss dµly .served ~ppn iOie,_ ((te,-. 
feir.dan~the: ,answe:r, pf the. defendant-and. :was 1arj\11ed:. :by 
·CQ1.Pl,.$el. . · _. :. i.·. 
Ifpon. consid~ration whene9f,: it is . adjugge:c1,; ()r.~1e1P:!i)a .~Pid . 
decreed. that. this cause be .~t;!i: $1!~. s.anle is lier~ht 1·m:ert~. \tiQ, 
Delamater Davis, Esq., otie· of· th~ Ql:immi~;~ionets ,.et· :4iJJ~1fl;i:·. 
,,,. ... ·,.=·;,/_1·;1 
. t 
'.) 
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Court, who is. directed to take testimony ,and report his find-
ings to the Court pursuant to the provisions of the order en-
tered by this Court relative to, the procednTe in divorce suits 
on the 11th day of April, 19.49., 
Enter August 14th~ 1950. 










This c~µse came on this d1;iy, 'Wl vac~ti9.n to be again heard 
liP,on pa~_i:er~ form_: erly,>_-_••~-·~ad.:~11_· -~_i_:_, : __ ithe q]Jj~¥ti:on~ i'o_ f_}.the n_._¢s_ 1pond-
:ent to entermg the d~~r,ee ~f,oo:e$ere~qe· ~n tlu~· .e_ai)lse :ana was 
argueq. by counsel. -·•· __ i::< . __ _ _ _ 1, · 
On._ ccmsi<}eration '!llere~f _ r,\J!d it_ 1~,e~ring .)a the Court 
t:ht!t _the re~po:itdent :cJloes abj~ot and)_.:_e:~.epts.1 :rue·, ·!tlie filirig of 
the: 'deereei /.ff ref ere:pce en_t~~~.cl in t}l,isj·;<!aus~ ·~:g; 'the l!f day 
of Augu~t;; :U:950, for ri>p.e re~:s:g:tt:tbat :,-g.eTu a d4¥~~gcds in ~ola-
tion of tn:~:. :Code of Vir~,;-,.if.!950ri -i~!<?tion 2_(])i?9t the :@ourt 
doth ADJ~t)DGE, O~ER and DE'~E th~ ithi!l obje~tion 
be made~- part of t'he re~oxdl in this\,98':USe. . s,.': 
~~l ~~ ·Cle~~ ,pf tb:e Court Qf:iwaw ~i:1Ch§i}fCeii ,ef the: :©,ity 
of ~arf Q~- ~p:tet tthis ·de·Ci1g~. in va~Wion :s~22·.,lf9'51i>.. , . -
___ -__ J::JJiIIr .. ______ -.---· - - - - - --- · -; .. :. · 
-Eflffer ~if~ 'i2, ;t950i:,:- ... ;. 
I 1i;);:.-.1:.:z7, Ji\'.; 
,.:··.~;,; '//( 
Hif HtrNJ:E mAYi.OB i:;fty. , -- -: . · .. -· -----~ --. · -Ju~g:@., 
• •· -• ·-f 
·· Robert Ha.rvey Raiford v. Lorrayne Spear Raiford 7 
EXCEPTIONS OF COMPLAINANT TO REPORT OF 
COMMISSIONER. 
To the Honorable J. Hume Taylor, 
Judge of the Court aforesaid: 
Your complainant, Lorrayne Spear Raiford, does ex~ept to 
that portion of the report of Delamater Davis, Esq., Commis-
sioner in Ohalicery in the above entitled cause that re~om--
mencls that the complainant 12e. awarded $50.00 per month ali-
mony, on the following grounds : 
1:. That the amount recomrrt~ded by the Commissioner is 
grossly inadequate in amount to support and maintain the 
ccmplainan t. . 
2. That the amount recommended bv the Commissioner is 
out of all proportion to what ·~ ·man ol the defendant's finan-
rcial standing and earnings is able to contribute to the support 
and maintenance of the>complainant. 
3. That upon a full and fair _hearing-during which the court 
hearq. testirn.~uy of the needs:o_f'the co;r;nplainant and the_:finan .. 
cial status and earnings· of tb.e fefendapt., the court held that 
for alimony 'f}endente lite, the qgf endan.t must pay the sum of 
$75.00 monthly plus ,$!i6~89 lll:9ttgage ~ayment and this sum 
is fair and ,equitable; :that there, is no qhange of condition of 
the p&rties since said. determin~tion. 
WHERElPOltE your compla~ant ex;cepts, to s1,Lid Commis-
sioner's report ·Only in respect to 'the re.Qommendaidon on ali-
mony and.r,espectfully wsquests that said. recommendation be 
not.followe~l '.by·fhe Oott>Pi fo this; 1!0Spect, and· the c'ompFainant 
. further r~qt~.sts thijt the order pendente lime re .. 
pag~ 13 f qtdrin:g. th<i .[~f endtti!t · to pay to thei· i,pompla.,mant 
., · th.e slllll of $75.00 PL'@§1°n1ortgag~ payn,t~nt of $3.6.89· 
be ~@ade perinanepst, .a~d that' '~1tctosm_, andJee:s h~: paid'in ,ac.;. 
corcirance; witli the ':0omn!issio11ev'~:S reqqpun,endation • 
• 
. . LORRAYNE SPEAR R~IFORD 
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page 14 ~ Virginia : 
In the Court of Law and Chancery of the City of N orfollr. 
Lorrayne Spear Raiford, Complainant, 
'V. 
Robert Harvey Raiford, Defendant. 
EXCEPTION TO THE REPORT OF DELAMATER 
DA VIS, COMMISSIONER IN CHANCERY. 
a • • 
The said · respondent comes and excepts to the report of· 
Delamater Davis, Commissioner in Chancery, filed in this 
cause on the 27th da.y of September, 1950, and for his. grounds 
of exceptions states: 
L That the testimony of the complain'ant is insufficient and 
is not corroborated as required by law and she. is not entitled 
to a divorce a mensa et thoro. 
2. That the evidence discloses that the complainant de-
serted the respondent and is not entitled to be awarded any 
alimony. 
3. That tlle fee of $50.00 claimed by the Commissioner is 
excessive and in variance with.the amount fixed by the Court 
in the hearing of divorced cases which amount is. $25.00 and 
wl1ich has been paid. 
RespectfuJly sttbmitteC4 
W~ L. DEV ANY, JR., 
.Attorney for Def end.ant. 
C'onrt of Law and Chancery, NoTfolk, Va .. 
Filed October 6th, 1950. 
Attest~ 




L. M. CALVER'l~, 
Deputy Clerk 
0 
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REPORT OF DELAM.A.TER DA VIS, COMMISSIONER IN 
CHANCERY. 
To the Honorable J. Hume Taylor, 
Judge of the Court aforesaid : 
The undersigned, one of the Commissioners in Chancery 
of this Court, to whom the above entitled cause was referred 
by an order entered therein on August 14, 1950, to make the 
inquiries therein directed to be made and to report to the 
Court thereon, respectfully reports as follows: 
(1) The defendant was served with process, filed an an-
swer, and was present and represented by counsel at the 
hearings. 
(2) The parties have been residents of and domiciled in 
this State for more than one year next preceding the institu-
tion of this suit. 
(3) The parties were married March 9th, 1949, in Norfolk, 
Virginia. A certified copy of the marriage license is attached 
to the transcript of the testimony. · 
( 4) The parties last cohabited as man and wife at 410 Far-
rell Street, in the City of Norfolk, Virginia, in June 1950. 
· f• · r·t 
Sustained everything• except alimony raised to $100.00 
·per month. 
• • 
page 16 ~ ( 5) The parties are of the white race. 
(6) No child was born of the marriage. 
( 7) The charges of the complainant are supported by the 
evidence and your Commissioner recommends that the com-
plainant be ·awarded a divorce a mensa et thoro. It is also 
recommended that the complainant be awarded $50.00 per 
month alimony and $200.00 counsel fees, subject to a credit 
of .$50.00 hereto£ ore allo-wed. 
(S) The testimony of the witnesses heard by· your Com-
missioner has been transcribed .and is returned herewith as 
a part of this report. 
( 9) As required by Section 8~256 of the Code of 195(}, no-
tice has been given to counsel for complainant that this re:,. 
port would be filed forthwith. -
All of .which is respectfully submitted. 
_DELAMATER DA VIS; 
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Lorrayne Bvear Raiford. 
page 1 ~ 
* 
... 
Depositions of witnesses taken before Delamater Davis., a 
Commissioner in Chancery, at the Law Library, National 
Bank of Commerce Building, Norfolk, Virginia, August 25, 
1950, to be read as evidence on behalf of the complainant in 
the above-entitled cause pending in the Court of Law ancl 
Chancery of the City of Norfolk. 
Appearances: Mr. R. J. Alfriend, III, Counsel for the 
complainant. 
Mr. vV. L. Devany, Jr., Counsel for the defendant. 
• • 
page 2 ~ Mr. Devany: The respondent, by counsel, objects 
to the proceedings before a Commissioner in Chan-
cery, under decree of reference heretofore entered in this 
case, as in derogation of Section :2099 of the Code of Virginia 
of 1950. 
:Mr. Alfriend: At this time I would like to introduce into 
the record the marriage license of the complainant ancl the 
respondent, duly certified by the Clerk of the Corporation 
Court of the City of Norfolk. 
(Received and marked "Exhibit A. n J 
LORRAYNE SPEAR RAIFORD, 
the complainant, having been first duly sworn., testified as fol-
lows: 
Examined by Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. Will you state you full name, please Y 
A. Mrs. Lorrayne Spear Raiford. 
Q. And your acldress? 
A. 410 Farrell Street, Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. How old are you, Mrs. Raiford? 
A. 32. 
Q. How long have you lived in the City of Norfolkf 
A. Since I was 3. 
Q. Have you resided in Norfolk continuously for that pe-
riod of time T 
Robert Harvey Raiford v." Lorrayne Spear Ra~f ord 11 
Lorrayne Spear Raiford. 
A. Yes, I have. 
page 3 r Q. Is Norfolk now your home 7 
A. Yes, it is.-
Q. In other words, do you plan to remain in Norfolk perma-
nently or, at least, indefinitely! . . . 
A. Yes, I do.. .. , 
Q. When and where were you and Robert lfarvey Raiford 
married? 
A. March 9, 1949, at the home of the Baptist minister, 
Reverend Coltharp. 
Q. In what city was· thaU 
A. Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. Is this your first marriage, Mrs. Raiford t 
A. No. 
Q. How did your first marriage terminate? 
A. lVIv husband was killed in ·world War II. 
Q. Were there any children of that marriage f 
Mr. Devany: We object, as immaterial. 
The Commissioner : Children 1 
Mr. Devany: Born of the fir.st marriage. Vle haven't any-
thing to do with that. 
The Commissioner: No. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
"'Q. Were there any children born of that marriage! 
A. A boy, seven. 
Q. You and Mr. Raiford are white persons~ are you not? 
A. Yes. 
page 4 ~ Q. Where did you and your husband first live af-
ter your marriage Y 
A. 9531 Beaumont Avenue. 
Q. Is that in Norfolk, Virginia t 
A. Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. Did you and your husband live at any other places in 
the City of Norfolk? . 
A. No. Do you mean since the separation Y 
Q. No. During your marriage did you and your husband 
live at any other address in the City of Norfolk? 
A. Yes. I lived at home for awhile. 
The Commissioner: Talk just a little louder. 
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Bv Mr. Alf riend: 
• Q. Did you and your husband buy a home together in the 
City of Norfolk! 
A. Yes. 
Q. At ~hat address was that! 
A. 410 Fa).-reJI Street, Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. Did your husband live at that address with you Y 
A. From April until June. 
Q. Are you and your husband now separated, Mrs. Rai ... 
ford? 
A. Yes, we are. 
Q. Had you been separated before Y 
page 5 ~ A. Yes, we had. 
Q. How many times have you been separated 
from your husband, Mrs. Raiford! 
A. This is the third time. 
Q. Will you tell Mr. Davis and the Court the circumstances 
of your first separation t 
Mr. Devany: We object to that. If they have gone back 
togetl1er, it is a reconciliation. 
The Commissioner: That would be immaterial and irrele--
vant. 
Mr. Alfriend: Your Honor, I would like to show the ag-
grevated conditions that this gfrl lived under. 
The Commissioner: I have no right to keep it out. I am 
just making the ruling. It is unnecessary. Of course, counsel 
for the defendant can take advantage of that in the argument 
before the Court. 
By Mr. Alfriend: . 
Q. Now, Mrs. Raiford, will you answer the question t 
A. Repeat it. 
Q. The question was : Will you tell the Court the circum-
stances of your :first separation from l\fr. Raiford. 
A. I had an operation on my foot. I could not take care 
of myself, so I had to go to my people's home because my hns·-
band said he could not stand to be around sick people. I had 
. no other alternative unless I went home to mv peo-
page 6 } pie. I bad no one else to take care of me. · 
Q. When did this happen, Mrs. Raiford? 
Mr. Devany: You understand, we .object to all of this class 
of testimony. 
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A. I went to my people's home in November. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. ,vhat was your physical condition at that time, when, 
as you have testified., your husband refused to take care of 
yon? 
A. Well, my brother, Dr. Hubbard, instructed me that I 
should stay off my foot. 
Mr. Devany: We object, and move to strike it out. 
The Commissioner: That is absolutely inadmissible; any-
thing- that anybody else told her. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. Tell me, from your own knowledge, what your physical 
condition was at the time you stated your husband refused 
to take care of you. 
A. I could not walk at the time. 
Q. vVhy couldn't you walk? 
A. Because I just had an operation on my foot. 
Q. Will you go a little bit in detail as to what you mean 
when you say your husband would not take care of you 1 
A. He was not working at the time, and he re-
· page 7 } fused to wait on me. He left me the day I had the 
operation, and stayed all day long, and I had no 
one to take care of me. 
Q. Will you give the details of your second separation from 
your husband. 
A. It was the first week in February that my husband-
Mr. Devany: That same objection applies to this class of 
testimony. 
A. The first week in February my husband asked me to 
leave. He opened the door and told me to get out. The only 
reason I can say for this was his temper. There was a bso-
lutely no reason. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
.. Q. Had you had an argument with your husband at this 
time? 
A. Well, I had just gone to the store to get my /~on some. 
scl1ool supplies; and, because I did not come back rig-ht when 
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Q. And that was the time he ordered you out of the house? 
A. He ordered me out of the house. I left that evening 
when I got someone to take me to my people's home. 
Q. ,Vhen did you next see your husband, Mrs. Raiford? 
A. It was in about a week. He came over to my 
page 8 r people's home. 
Q. What happened then? 
A. ,v ell, he began to promise all of these promises that 
he was going· to make; that he was going to be entirely differ-
ent than he had been before. 
Q. In which way was he going to be different than he had 
been before! 
A. He was going to get a job, and he was sorry for every-
thing- he had done. 
Q."' Did you return to your house? 
A. I did not return until April 15, when we bought the 
house on Farrell Street. 
Q. And at that time how did you and your husband get 
along together T 
A. Well, everything was all right at first, for a couple of 
weeks., and then he began to go off every day. He still had 
not gotten any job. 
Q. ,vhere did he go off every day Y 
A. To his people's home. His father came after him every 
day, and he came back for dinner at night. 
Q. What did he do at his father's home? 
A. Nothing that I know of. 
Q. Now, will you· tell the Court and the Commissioner the 
circumstances of the third separation from your husband. 
A. For May I received about $30 for groceries, 
page 9 ~ and for June I received about $18 for groceries. I 
asked him on June 21 if he would give me some 
money to buy some food with, and he said he didn't have any. 
So, he left. I suppose he went to his people's. 
Q. On what date was it that he left f 
A. That was June 21. 
Q. Did he make any statements at tl1e time he left relative 
to whether he was leaving permanently or whether he was 
coming back? 
A~ No; he just left. I didn't know whether he was coming 
back or not. 
Q. Did he take his clothing and personal effects at that 
time? 
A. The next week he did. He came over and got them. 
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Q. Did he remove all of his clothing and personal effects 
tbe next week? 
A. AU except a couple of old unif.orms. 
Q. What was his reason for leaving you, i£ you know, J?o 
you know why he left you on June 21? . . .1". ~- •. 
A. Well, I asked him for some grocery money. I had ~egged 
him for so long to get a job, which he said he was. ~i11g·_ to 
get, and he never got. So, I guess he ju~t:_got m~d. I don't 
know. He never said anything. . .. : . . 
Q. Had you given him any cause to leave! Did 
page 10 } you order him to leave or request him to· leave f 
A. No, I did not. . 
Q. Wa_.s his leaving at that time against your wilU · 
A. Yes, it was. 
·Q. Was anyone living with you at that time! 
A. Only my son. 
Q. Where is your husband living now? 
A. At·his people's home, 9531 Beaumont Avenue, Norfolk, 
Virginia. 
Q. Has he lived there the whole time since June 21 when 
be left you? 
A. Yes, he has, except when he went to sea. 
Q. Did he tell you that he was going to sea 7 
A. No, he did not. 
·Q. Do you remember when he went to sea? 
A. Well, I found out that he went to sea on July 5. 
Q. Have you lived with your husband since he left you? 
A. No, I haven't. 
Q. Where and when did you last live with your husband 7 
A. At 410 Farrell Street. Do vou mean the datef 
Q. The date, too, please. · · 
A. ,Tune 21 was the last date. 
Q. Has your husband ever given any indication of return-
ing to you? 
page 11 } A. No, he has not. 
Q. Has he ever requested that you join him? 
A. No. 
Q. Were there any children born of the marriage between 
you and your husband? 
A. No. 
Q. Has your husband supported you since he left you? 
A. He has given me no money, but on July 1, one of the 
renters of the. homes he owns brought $65 of the rent to me. 
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Then, of course, the Judge awarded me $75 a month. I re-
~eived $37.50 of that. 
Q .. Are you claiming any alimony in this suit" Mrs. Rai-
ford t 
A. Yes, I am .. 
Q. Are you now employed 'l 
A. No. 
Q. Are you able to work Y 
A. No. I have ,a son 7 years old .. 
. ' 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. You have whaU 
A. · A son 7 years old. 
., 
,; 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. Do you desire to change your name in the event the 
divorce is granted yon f 
A. Yes, I do. 
page 12 } Q. To what do you desire to change your namer 
A .. Lorrayne Hubbard Spear, the same as my 
son. . 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, prior to your marriage to Mr. Raiford, 
did you have any independent income Y ·, 
A. Y eR, I did. 
Q. What was that f 
A. $100 a month widow's pension from my first husband. 
Q. Do yon still have that $100 a month widow's pension t 
A. No. "\\Then I got married, that stopped. 
Q. Will it be possible to reinstate that widow's pension t 
A. No .. 
Q. Was that widow's pension for a certain period of time, 
or was it for life f 
A. It was for life unless I remarried. 
Q.. Do you have any other income, such an insurance money ·r 
A. Yes., I do; $68 a month from my husband's insurance. 
Q. Is that the National Service Life Insurance! 
A. Yes. 
(~. How long will you receive that $68 a month, Mrs. Rai-
fordf · 1 
A. I get it in two checks. One will stop, and 
page 13 ~ then I will get $29 a month. 
Q. And I1ow long will you get that $29 a month 
checkf 
A. Until 1963. 
Q. Does your son nmeive any money from the Government T 
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lVIr. Devany: We object, as being immaterial what her sQn 
gets. 
A. Yes; $20 a month. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
"'Q. How long will he get that $20 a month? 
A. Until he is 18. 
Mr. Devany: Same objection to all of that testimony. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. Do you have any other income than what you have testi-
fied to, :Mrs. Raiford 1 
A. No. 
Q. Do you and your husband own any property together? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Where is that property located! 
A. 410 Farrell Street, Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. Is that the house you are presently residing in, Mrs. 
Raiford? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How is the title to that houseT 
A. It is in both of our names-Mr. and Mrs. 
page 14 ~ Q. Do you remember the purchase price of that 
house? 
A. I don't have any of the papers, but I believe it was 
$6,400. 
Q. Do you know how much has been paid on the house? 
A. $2,400. 
Q. Does Mr. Raiford have any other property? 
.A.. Yes, he does. 
Q. Will you describe what that property is? 
Mr. Devany: We call for the record of it as the best evi-
dence. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
• Q. Has your husband told you of any other property that 
he has, Mrs. Raiford? 
.A.. Yes. He owns two houses. 
Mr. Devany: "\Ve call for the production of the record on 
that, because we know that the title is not in his name. We 
call for the title record. 
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By Mr . .A.lfriend: 
Q. Where is that property located f 
A. On Beaumont Avenue, Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. Does it have a street number? · 
A. 9531. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. What number? 
A. 9531. They are all on Mr. Raiford's prop-
page 15 ~ erty. There a.re 15 acres there. It is in back of 
Mr. Raiford 's home. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
.. Q. Mrs. Raiford, do you know in whose name the title to 
this property isY 
A. ]\fr. Raiford told me that he had put this property in 
his mother's name. 
Q. Did he tell you why he had put this property in his 
mother's uame? 
A. Ye~. He has told me over and over that he put the 
property in his mother's name because, if he was ever sued, 
he wou1dn 't have anything, and they could not get anything. 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, did your husband tell you who paid for 
this property? 
A. Yes. He told me that he paid for the property. 
Q Do you know who receives the income from this prop-
erty, l\Irs. Raiford f 
A. Yes. Mr. Raiford receives the income. 
Q. By "Mr. Raiford," you mean your husband receives iU 
A. Yes, I do. · 
Q. In what occupation does Mr. Raiford engage? 
A. Merchant seaman. 
Q. Do you know what licenses he holds as mer-
page 1 ~ chant seaman? 
A. Captain. 
Q. Has he ever told you what his income was as a mer-
chant seaman 7 
A. Well, he usually went as chief mate. He told me that 
he made around $700 or $800· a month when he went as chief 
mate. 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, will you describe the house that you are 
now living in Y 
A. It is a small bungalow. 
Q. How many rooms does it have? 
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A. Five rooms. 
Q. ·Could you tell us what your operating expenses are 
there? 
A. You want them ail, or just the total f 
Q. I would like if you would, Mrs. Raiford, to itemize 
them. 
lVlr. Devany: "\Ve object to that as not the proper measure 
of alimony . 
. A. My electric bill runs around $12.00 a month; phone $5.; 
food about $60; water $1-
J3y Mr. Devany: 
·Q.. What is $1 7 
A. Water. Phone $5; miscellaneous $40. Then the fue) 
bill will run around $10 a month. The payment on 
page 17 } the house is $36.89. That is a total of $171.89. 
By Mr. Alfriend; .. ,. 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, how much money lmve you received from 
l\Ir. Raiford in the year 1950, starting in JanuaryY · 
A. $75 in the months of January, February, and March. 
Q. At that time I believe you testified that you were sepa-
rated from each other! 
A. From February on. 
Q. How much money did he give you in the month of MayY 
A. $30. 
Q. And in June? 
A. $18. 
Q. And in July did you receive any money from him 7 
A. No; only the rent that the renter brought to me. 
Q. Was that from one of the houses which you have testi-
fied is in ]\.fr. Raiford 's mother's name Y 
A. Yes. it is. 
Q. Doe's Mr. Raiford have any other occupation besides 
seamanT · 
A. He has farmed a few years back, and he also has built 
a home-one of the homes that he rents now. 
Q. Did he build it, himself? 
.A.. Yes. · · 
page 18 ~ 
Q. Do you think h~ is qualified to be a carpenter f 
A. Yes, I think so. · , · · · .·· 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. D~vany: 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, at the time you and Mr. Raiford were 
married, you knew he was not employed T 
A .. Re was not working at the time. 
Q. He was not working at the time 1 And yon knew his 
occupation was that of a sea-going person t 
A. Yes; but he had said that he was not going to sea any 
more; that he was going to get another job. He was taking 
his father's boat to Florida at the time. 
Q. I understood you to say that you had some income of 
)Ollr own at that particular time! 
A. That is right. 
Q. Didn't yon have an agreement with Mr. Raiford by 
which you- would pool your income t 
Mr. Alfriend: Your Honor, I object to any testimony as 
to any agreement, whatsoever, as an illegal attempt to cir-
cumvent the law of the husband's duty to support his wife. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Did you and Mr. Raiford have an agreement by which 
you would pool your income and have a joint account, and 
jointly pay the expenses of operating the house! 
page 19} A. We had a joint account, yes. 
Q. Didn't you have an agreement to do that? 
A. We didn't have any agreement. We had a joint ac-
count. 
Q. Didn't you have ·an understanding that yon would that? 
A. Naturally, I would use my money for things in the 
house; but be only had an income of $75 a month, and he 
refused to work. · 
Q. Do yon know how much money he had with Vaughan 
and Company, Bankers of Franklin, Virginia, at the time you 
were married f 
A. No, I did not. I had never seen the bank book. 
Q. And how much money did you l1ave in your joint ac-
count in the Southern Bank of Norfolk at the time of your 
marriage, and afterwards f 
A. Did I know how much he had in the Southern Bank! 
Q. How much was in your joint account f 
A. After we were married f 
Q. Yes ma'am. 
A. I don't remember ilie exact amount. 
Robert Harvey Raiford v. Lorrayne Spear Raiford 21 
Lorrayne Spear Raiford. 
Q. You had several hundred dollars t 
A. I believe there was. 
Mr. Devany: Without waiving any objections that I may 
have taken in the matter; I want to proceed to 
page 20 } cross-examine her as to these several separations 
that she has testified to. 
By Mr. Devany: . 
Q. You say that when you left him in April, that was caused 
bywhaU 
Mr. Alfriend: I call your attention, l\fr. Devany, to the 
fact that I do not believe she testified she left him in April. 
A. Not in April. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. At the time of the separation in April, who left the 
other? 
:Mr. Alfriend: There has been ilo testimony of any sepa-
ration in April, Mr. Devany. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. ·what time did you first separate? 
A. The first separation was in November of 1949. 
Q. In November of 1949? Now., who left whoin t 
A. I left him because he refused to take care of me. 
Q. And what was your condition? 
A. I could not walk. I had had an operation on my foot. 
Q. Isn't it true that you were offered an opportunity to be 
taken over to Mr. Raiford's mother and father, and they 
would take care of you over there Y 
page 21 } A. Mrs. Raiford offered; but she also is an older 
woman, and she has l1er p;randchildren. 1\fr. Rai-
ford was not working. He could have certainly waited on me. 
All of that is a duty you take when you get married. 
Q. Yon refused to go 7 
A. I did not refuse to go. I thought I should go to my 
own home if tny husband refused to take care of me. 
Q. ~.t\.nd you preferred to go to your people's home rather 
than to go to the home that :Mr. Raiford offered to provide 
for you; is that righU 
A. Certainly, when my husband refused to take care of me. 
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Q. Before you went over there, isn't it true that Mrs. Rai-
ford, Sr. sent l1er maid over there on numerous occasions to 
help you out 7 
A. She sent her over there once, which she washed the 
dishes for me, and I paid her $1 to wa.sh the dishes. 
Q. Did Mr. Raiford 's sister come over there and help you 
ouH 
A She fixed lunch one day for my son when he came home 
from school. 
Q. When you separated the second time, when was thaU 
.A. rrhe first week in February of 1950. · 
Q. And what was the cause of that separation¥ 
pag·e 22 ~ A. Mr. Raiford ordered me out of the house. 
Q. And why did he order you ouU 
A. ,Just throug·h temper. 
Q. Temper? I believe you said he came back to see you 
in about a week after that and tried to reconcile the differ-
ences between you 1 
.A. He made all sorts of promises. 
Q. Did he want you to go back and live in that property 
on Beaumont A venue? 
A. He did not say anything about that. He asked me if he 
could get me a place to live; that he felt like he owed me 
something; that he felt like I bad had a miserable life with 
him, and he felt like he owed me something. He picked out 
this house and asked me to go look at it. 
Q. Did you refuse to go back to Beaumont Avenue? 
A. No, I did not. He did not ask me to. 
Q. Mr. Raiford had spent considerable money on that cot::-
tage. 
Mr. Alfriend: I don't believe there is any testimony as to 
how much money Mr. Raiford spent on the cottage. 
By :M:r. Devany: 
Q. Didn't he spend some considerable money on iU 
A. He put a room on there. A bedroom bad to 
page 23 ~ be put on there for my son. 
Q. He put the bedroom on for your son T 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he do any other improvements there? 
A. He wired the house for an electric stove. 
l\fr. Alfriend: I object to this testimony as being imma-
terial and irrelevant. It has no bearing on the matters in 
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tl1is cause. It does not throw any light on the r.easons for 
the separation on June 21. 
Mr. Devany : I .am willing not to go any .. further if you 
.are willing to discard all the testimony prior to this .. 
Mr. Alfriend: Counsel enters into no such stipulation. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, do you deny or not that you refused to 
go to Beaumont A venue! 
A. I did not refuse to go to Beaumont Avenue. 
Q. Did you not tell Mr. Raiford that you were too Glose 
to his parents, and that you wanted to get away fr.om tlwm Y 
A. I told him one time that I felt like, since this W8.E:1 th~ 
first year that we were married, that he would be a lot better 
off if he lived further away from his peo·ple. 
page 24} Q. And after that he and yon agr~_ed-:-hE;i agreed 
to buy this home for you, didn't he? 
A. Yes, he did. 
Q. And be boug·ht it 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. He put it in your joint names? 
A. That is right. 
Q. Did he make any improvements on it? 
A. He painted the living· room, which I did half of it, and 
~creened in the porch., which I paid half of it. 
Q. Did you purchase the furniture for it! 
A. Yes. 
Q. Wasn't that custom-made furnituret You went around 
and picked it out wherever you wanted it made 7 
A. Yes. I also gave him $475 to pay for the furniture. 
Q. And did he not pay you back in December the $5.00, and 
pay your brother $130 that he owed him before you were mar-
ried? 
.A. That $500 was brought over to me, he said, because 
his father told him to bring it over to me. That was the 
money in checks that I bad received during the year. It 
was his own idea that he bring the money to me. I put it in 
tlie joint account in April, which I told him I wanted to use 
to pay for the furniture. 
page 25 }- Q. I band you a receipt dated November 28, 
1949, and ask you if you did not sign that. 
A. That was one of his little schemes. 
Q. Who wrote that? 
A. I suppose Mr. Raiford wrote it. 
Q. vVho signed it Y 
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A. I did .. 
Mr. Devany: I offer that in evidence as ''Defendant's Ex-
hibit No .. L'" 
A. He also received the money back, yon know. 
By Mr. Devany: _ 
Q. He also paid on October 17, 19491 $130 to E. G. Hub~ 
bard; is that right1 
A. _That is right. 
Q. ,,7hat was that fort 
A. That was money that I ha~ bot1·owed from my brother 
at one time. I i:ntehded tu pay him back as_ soon as we wete 
married, btit I ~~ottld not do thfa becatls(j I had to use my 
checlts for.fdUd and expenses i11 the house. 
J\fr. Devany : We off er that in evidence,. marked '' Def'end-
ant 's Exhibit No. 2.'" 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. So the money yon gave him, according to your receipt 
there, was reimbµtsed; is that right1 
A. WI1at do yon mean Y 
page 26 ~ Q. The money that you advanced to him ottt of 
the income that yon had, has been reimbursed! 
l\fr. Alfriend: The money advanced for what period of 
time? 
Mt. Devany: November 28, 1949. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Is that correcU 
A. That is right. . 
Q. Have you given him any other money since that time f 
A. I had ttsed my c11ecks for expenses of the house. 
Q. Now, let's get down to J ti.fie 21; 1950. Who was present 
when Mr. Raiford left ya1lt home f 
A. No one. 
Q. Where did ne.gof 
A. As fa.r tts I knowt lie went to his family's home. 
Q. Don't you know that he went 11p to the· fnnerai of Mr .. 
Edwards., I1is uncle f · 
A. That was not the day that he 1eft .. 
Q. Did he come back np there later OII; after the 21st!' 
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A. He came over there after his clothes on the 3rd. 
Q. Did he tell you what he was going to doY 
A. No. He was trying to inform me of what he was go-
ing to take out of the house, such as the appliances, 
page 27 } and so forth. 
Q. Did he tell you that he was going to ship 
outf 
A. He had been telling me he was going to get a job for a 
year and a half. 
Q. And you did not believe that that was what he was 
going to do T 
A. He did not tell me he was leaving· for sea on the 5th 
of July. 
Q. When did he return to Norfolk after shipping out on 
July 5? 
A. I do not know; except that on August 6 at 12 :30 at 
nig·bt he came to my bedroom window and wanted to come in, 
a11d I ref used to let him come in. 
Q. How many times did he come to the house on Farrell 
A venue on the 6th T 
A. He came there once. 
Q. And you refused to allow him to come in? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What conversation did you have with bim? 
A. He asked me to let him come in and get his khaki uni-
form, which he could not wear. ·l\Thy couldn't he come to 
the door¥ It was 12 :30 at night. It nearly scared me to 
death. 
Q. Didn't you tell him to go see your lawyer. 
A. I said, '' If you have anything to say, you 
pngc 28 ~ can see my lawyer or your lawyer.'' 
Q. Prior to that time didn't he suggest that b~ 
U8e a separate bedroom from you, and he would stay in the 
other bedroom and you would stay in yours? 
A.. He came around threatening me with the fact that he 
could stav there as well as I could. 
Q. And he wanted to use one bedroom and you use the 
other! 
A. After he got through saying that, he said that he just 
wanted to see what I would say. 
Q. And you refused to allow him to do it¥ 
A. Yes, I did. 
Q. And after that he told you he just wanted to see what 
you were going to say¥ 
1\.. That is right. 
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Q. But you refused him prior to that¥ 
A. Yes, I did. 
Q. vVhy did you refuse to let him come in the house a.ncl stay 
there? 
A. Because I was afraid of him. 
Q. Had he ever trea tecl you bodily harm, or harmed you 
in any way! 
A. No, he bad never harmed me, but I was afraid of his 
temper. 
Q. Why would you be so afraid of him on this 
page 29 ~ particular occasion¥ 
A. Because I have seen him wl1en his temper 
was up. 
· Q. On those occasions he made no effort to harm you at all¥ 
A. He frightened me so that I was very, very much upset. 
Q. ·After he came back from his uncle's fune-ral, did he 
senrl you any provisions of any kind over there, or bring 
them to you1 
A. Ye~. He brought a bushel of potatoes. 
Q. And what else? 
A. A piece of shoulder-of meat. 
Q. Anything else Y 
A .. That was all that I saw. 
Q. Did he· bring· you any eg·gs? 
A. Yes, I believe be brought a dozen eggs. 
Q. ·wasn't it five dozen? 
'' A. N" o, it was not five dozen. 
Q. ,vasn't it a whole Smithfield shoulder? 
A. Yes., it was. 
Q. Now, at the time of the separation was there any money 
in your joint bank account? 
·, A. I think there was about $20, but I did not have the bank 
account-I mean the bank book. 
Q. You could draw it out, couldn't you? 
pag·e 30 ~ A. Yes, but I didn't. 
Q. You had drawn checks on numerous occa-
sions Y 
A. I had not drawn any checks. I think I drew one check, 
I believe. 
Q. Are they all the checks that you have ever drawn on the 
joint account? 
A. I have written them for several bills. I can't remem-
·ber exactly. I have only written them for bills and things 
like that. I have never spent a dime' of his money for any-
thing for my own purpose. . 
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Q. But you have drawn checks on the joint .account, for 
whatever purposes they may have been f 
A. For bills, yes. 
Q. And you said l1e put up $2,400 as a down payment on this 
house, and put it in your name? 
A.. No. He did not put that much down at first. 
Q. But he has paid that much sinee that time1 
A. Yes. 
Q. And who has been making the monthly payments? 
A. He has been writing the checlcs. 
Q. Why did you include in your statement of your needs 
$36.89 for payments on the house, if Mr. Raiford is making 
those payments 1 
A. This is what it costs to stay there. 
Q. But be has been making those payments t 
page 31 } A. Yes. 
. Q. Do you know how much money Mr. Raiford 
made during the year 1949 7 
A. No, I don't. 
Q. Have you any idea! 
A. Well, up in the Judge's Office the other clay it came 
out. I believe they said it was $1,600. 
Q. Do you know how much he has made during the current 
year! 
A. No. 
Q. Do you know whether he has been steadily employed? 
A. He went to sea Wednesday before Christmas of '49, and 
he went to sea on July 5. · 
Q. How long did he stay at sea when he went in Decem-
bed 
A. He made two trips that time, and he came home in Jan-
uary, and then he made one other trip. 
Q. You know that shipping has been very bad in the Hamp-
ton Roads area, don't you? 
A. Yes, I do; but that is no excuse for a man not to work. 
Q. That is what he has done practically all of his life., 
isn't it, except farming for a short time 1 
A.. As far as I know. 
Q. Didn't you and Mr. Raiford in November or 
page 32 } December of last year l1ave a conference with other 
members of vour familv in reference to the amounts 
that you claim~d you l1ad advanced 1 
A. The amounts that he gave me. 
Q. The amounts that you had let him have from your in-
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come, and the amounts that he had paid you back! 
A. Yes, we did. 
Q. And it was settled at that conference, wasn't it, satis-
f actorily ! 
A .. He made all sorts of promises. 
Q. Yon say that on August 6 you refused t~ permit him 
to resume habitation at 410 Farrell Avenue¥ 
A. I refused to let him in at 12 :30 at night. 
Mr. Alfriend: I would like to con·ect the date on that. It 
was the 21st of June, 1950. 
Mr. Dev~11y~:. I am talking about the 6th of August. 
A. He came back at 12 :30 to get something he left. He 
did not ask to stay there that night. He asked if he could 
come in. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. You had some other income in July or the first of Au-
gust, other than what you have enumerated, did you not, from 
sources originating with M:r. Raiford f 
A. In July! 
page 33 ~ Q. From the time he left and yon all separated 
on the 21st of June until the 6th of August Y 
A. I think I repeated before that on July 1 one of his 
tenants brought $65 over to my house. She thoug·ht that was 
the correct place to pay it. 
Q. Was th~t all the income whicl1 originated in any way 
from Mr. Raiford¥ 
A. That is right. 
Q. Didn't you and he have some Spitz dogs-some puppies 
-and you sold four of those for $15 a piece f 
A. I did not sell them all. For the month of l\fay and for 
the month of June I had to feed those do~·s. There were nine 
with the mother. It cost me over $50 .... for the two months 
to feed them. Then I had to take the mother dog to the hos-
pital, which cost me $9. I gave three of them away, and I 
sold some of the others for less than cost, to g·et rid of them, 
because they were costing me money. · 
'Q. Mrs. Raiford, have you ever seen this book 'l 
A. Yes, I did. 
Q. Vi7hat is it¥ 
A. That is an itemized account of what mv husband gave 
me. He said he would give me $75 to run tlie house. They 
' Robert Harvey Raiford v. Lorrayne Spear Raiford 29 
Lormyne Spear Raiford. 
are all the bills for the months of January and February-
but., of course, I left the 5th of February. 
page 34 ~ Q. In January, 1950, through February 5 you 
had sufficient necessities for you and your familyt 
A. Yes, we did. At the time there was no rent to be paid. 
That did not include anything but household expenses, by-
the-way. 
Mr. Devany: I would like to introduce that in the record 
as ''Defendant's Exhibit No. 3.'' 
A. That is Mr. Raiford's writing-part of that. 
l\fr. Alfriend: I object to this as hearsay. They were not 
made in the regular course of business. 
By Mr. Devany: . 
Q. I ask you who made the entries on Page 3 of this ledger? 
A. Only three items on there are in my handwriting. 
Q. ·wm you take this pencil and check them so the Court 
may know which they arc. 
The Commissioner: Put your initials opposite those that 
you admit' are your entries. · 
("Witness does as requested.) 
A. The rest are Mr. Raiford's. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Will you take Page 2 and indicate what entries you 
made on that page. 
A. (Does) All of these are mine except-
The Commissioner : Put your initials opposite 
page 35 ~ those. 
('Vitness does as requested.) 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. And that was the cost for opemting the house 1 
A. That was strictly the expenses. 
Q. Do you know Mr. Fred G. :Miller who lives at 8808 Cot-
tage Toll Road V 
A. Yes, sir, I do. 
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Q. Didn't you and Mr. :Miller and :Mr. Raiford have a con-
versation around the 25th of June, in which Mr. Miller tried 
to get you to go back and live with him i 
A. ,Yhere did this take place? 
Q. At Mr. Miller's residence, 8808 Cottage Toll Road 7 
A. ·wm you repeat what Mr. Miller asked me to do? 
Q. I am asking you if Mr. Miller did not try to get you 
and your husband to reconcile your differences? 
A. No, he did not. 
Q. Did he have any other conversation with either one of 
you, or both of you, about it? 
A. On June 21 Y 
Q. On June 25. 
A. Mr. Raiford was there that evening. I was at a meet-
ing with Mr. Miller's wife. He came to Mr. Miller's while 
I was gone, looking for me. There was a conversation be-
tween them while I was g·one, but there was no 
pag·e 36 ~ conversation when I came back. 
Q. Mr. Miller or Mrs. Miller, either one, had no 
conversation with you, and did not try to get you to go 
back to him? 
A. There was no conversation about our personal affairs. 
Q. Have you any of his effects at the house now? 
A. Personal effects~ 
Q. Yes, ma'am. 
A. No, I don't. 
Q. Do you have a bag that has some papers in it f 
A. He has gotten all of his papers. 
Q. Hasn't he a brief case there with some papers in it 
now? 
A. I don't know whether it is there or not. 
Q. Has he any uniforms or clothes there? 
A. No. 
Q. If he has any there., you have no objection to his getting 
them, have you 1 
A. No. 
l\Ir. Devany: I believe tllat is all. 
pag·e 37 ~ RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Alf riend : 
• Q. l\Irs. Raiford, shortly after June 21, 1950, I believe the 
testimony is that Mr. Raiford came back and threatened to 
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take out certain appliances. ·what appliances did he threaten 
to take out? 
A. He was trying to scare me, I guess; I don't know.. He 
said that the stove, the ice box and the refrigerato1· he was 
going to take. 
Q. ·why did he say he was going to take th9se.¥ 
A. He felt like they belonged to him, I guess. I don't 
know. _ 
Q. At that time did he give any indication of returning 
and resuming· your married life 1 
A. No. 
Q. When he came back on Atigust 6 and rapped at your 
rear window, did he enter into any discussion about resuming 
your married life together? 
A. No. 
Q. ·what demands did he make on you at that time¥ 
A. He asked me if he could come iu and get an old uniform _ 
in there. 
Q. What time of night was this, ·Mrs. Raiford 7 
A. It was 12 :30 at nig·ht. 
page 38 } Q. Had you retired? 
A. I was just getting- ready to turn tbe light out.. 
Q. Did be knock or ring at the front door? 
A. No. I had g'One over to the front window to close the 
Venetian blinds, and I saw this car stop out front. I did 
not know that it was Mr. Raiford, because I thought he was 
at sea and I did not expect him back for quite awhile. I did 
not raise mv blind because I did not want him to see me 
looking out.· I saw this figure coming to the window. I still 
did not know it was him. So, I just stood there with the blinds 
down. He stood there at the window for a few minutes be-
fore he said anything·. I still didn't know it was him until he 
hollered my name out. 
Q. And did you permit him to come into the house? 
A. No, I did not. 
Q. Did he know at that time that you had filed suit for 
divorce? 
A. Yes, he did. Vl e had discussed it. I told him imme-
diately after the 4th of July that I was going to talk to a 
lawyer. He said, "The quickest way is the best way," but 
he left town on July 5. 
Q. At the time you had an operation on your foot and went 
to your mother's, as you have testified, what was Mr. Rai-
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page 39 ~ A. Mr. Raiford 's mother t 
Q. That is right. 
A. Well. she is an older woman. I don't feel like she is 
able to take care of me and wait on me when I have a mother 
of my own. 
Q. How many people live in that household t 
A. Mr. Raiford 's i 
Q. His mother's home Y 
A. At the time there were his brother, and Mr. Raiford and 
Mrs. Raif01·d, and his daughter and two grandchildren. 
Q. Has l\!Ir. Raiford ever accused you of having affairs 
with other men 1 · 
A. Y es,,.h~ has .. 
Q. Will you tell the Court on what occasions, and what ac--
cusations he madef 
A. Well, for the first year we were married, if anybody 
came in the house he wanted to know what I said and how 
long they had been there. On one occasion his brother--in-
law came over to borrow a suitcase: He was in the house 
five minutes. l\fr. Raiford wasn't there but he came back 
a few minutes afterwards. He wanted to know wliat was lm 
doing· there, and how long he had been there, and what dicl 
he say. Of course, I got quite upset. He said that if be-
ever thought anything was wrongt why, he would separate-,. 
wl1i~h was all uncalled for. There was absolutely 
page 40 ~ nothing in tl1e world to it. 
Also, the Compeco man came to the door look-
ing for a number. I went to the door. I told him I did not 
know where the number was. Mr. Raiford went up to his 
sister's and wanted to know if she called the Compcco man. 
He said, '' There is something mighty funny, and I would like-
to know what it is/' He continually accused me of anybody 
who came to tI1e house, which absolutely there was nothing 
in the world to it. 
Q. Had you ever seen the Compeco driver berore Y 
A. Not that one, no. I had never called him but once. 
Q. Let's get to these dogs tllat Mr. Devany has made so 
much about. ·where did these dogs come from, l\tirs. Rai-
fordf 
A. We bought an Eskimo Spitz dog, and Mr. Raiford ]1ad 
her mated in March. The dog-s were born l\,fay 15. We had 
moved to Farrell Street, and, or course,. I had to hring them 
over t11ere to take ca re of them. 
Q. \\7ho took care of those dogs I 
A .. I did. 
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Q. vVhat expense and trouble did you have with those dogs, 
Mrs. Raiford T 
A. vVell, the mother was hurt about three or four weeks 
after they were born, and I bad to f eecl them. 
page 41 ~ There were eight of them, and I had to feed them 
all. Of course, I had to pay the hospitalization for 
the dog, too. Mr. Raiford made no attempt to help with the 
dogs, or offered no money for all of their expense. 
Q. Did you make money or lose money 011 those dogs, Mrs. 
Raiford? 
A. I lost money on them. 
Q. As to this itemized account which Mr. Devany has in-
troduced in evidence as "Defendant's Exhibit No. 3," does 
it include any amounts for clothing? 
A. No; nothing· but household expenses. 
Q. Does it include any amounts for doctor bills, such as the 
operation you had in November? 
A .. No. 
Q. Does it include any amounts for amusement or recrea-
tion T 
A. ~o. I was taking my son to the dentist at the time, 
which I paid for. 
Q. Is that on this list'¥ 
A. No, that is not on there. 
Q. Does it include any amount for your son's school equip-
ment? 
A. No. I do not believe there is anything on. there about 
that. 
Q. Who is this Mr. l\Iiller that Mr. Devany has 
page 42 ~ spoken about 1 
A. Mr. Miller and bis wife are very good friends 
of mine. . 
Q. Are they friends of l\Ir. Raiford¥ 
A. He has known them since we were married? 
Q. Have you ever discussed your marital problems with 
Mrs. Miller f 
A. Not until the last few months. She lives right around 
the corner from me. 
Q. Has she ever given you advice on your marriage? 
A. No, she has not. 
l\f r. Alfriencl: Mr. Davis, would you put. _off your ex-
amination of this witness until I examine Dr. Hubbard f He 
bas a patient that he must get to. 








34 Supreme Court of Appeals of Vrginia. 
DR. BENJAMIN ARTHUR HUBBARD., JR., 
called as a witness on behalf of the complainant, having been 
first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
Examined bv Mr. Alfriend : 
Q. ,vm y·ou state your full name, your age, and occupa-
tion? 
A. Benjamin Arthur Hubbard, Jr.; doctor. 
Q. How old are you, Dr. Hubbard f 
page 43 ~ A. 30. 
Q. Are you in practice here in the City of Nor-
folk? 
A. Yes, private practice. 
Q. A re you related to Mrs. Raiford? 
A. Brother. 
Q. How long have you lived here in the City of Norfolk? 
A. Since 1922. 
Q. Do you know how long Mrs. Raiford has lived here in 
the Citv of Norfolk? 
A. She has lived here the same length of time that I have, 
except for one year in San Diego. 
Q. Do you know where your sister lived with her hus-
band? 
A. The same place she mentioned: On Beaumont A venue 
in one of the houses that he owns. 
Q. Did they live at any other address in the City of Nor-
folk? 
A. No; except when they moved to Farrell Street in the 
spring of this year. 
By the Commissioner : 
Q. She has been a resident of the City of Norfolk for more 
than one year prior to the institution of this suit, has she 
not? 
A. Oh, yes, sir. 
pag·e 44 ~ Q. And they are both of the white race? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And there are no children born of this marriage? 
A. No children. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
"Q. Did you observe your sister and her husband together? 
A. Yes, sir. .... 
Q. How did they appear to get along together! 
A. When they were first married I was still in medical 
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college, and I knew very little about the situation. When I 
'Came home I assumed it was a happy marriage, because ap-
parently that was what it was. In fact, I did not know there 
were any complications at all until the summer of 1949. Va-
rious things began to appear which made me wonder.. My 
sister never said anything to me. 
Q. Diel your family advise her on her marriage from time 
fo time? 
A. No .. 
Q. Was there any discussion with your family of her mar-
riage from time to time? . 
A. In the fall of the year when my sister got the injury, 
that was w11en most of the complications arose, because of 
my sister's injury to her foot. 
Q. Were you familiar with her foot condition at 
page 45 } that time f 
A. Very. 
Q. ·wm you describe to Mr. Davis your sister's foot con~ 
dition? 
A. l\Iy sister had irritation of her ankle. It was in what 
we call a tension area.. I suppose it was. initially from an 
insect bite; I can't say. But, it was treated conservatively at 
first. I believe if she had stayed off of the foot., it would have 
healed under conservative treatment. However, it became 
a chronic, draining ulcer, which did not deal. 
After consultation with several surgeons over at the Nor-
folk General, it was agreed that it must be excised. It was 
excised. She was told that sl1e must lay off of it. ·why she 
didn't, you already know. After it was excised, it took about 
three months before it was completely healed. 
Q. Dr. Hubbard, immediately after your sister's opera-
tion, was she able to perform normal household duties, such 
as cooking, cleaning, making beds and caring for a seven year 
old child? 
A. No. Raiford was given to understand that she could 
not, and he agreed to help her. 
Q. vVho talked to Mr. Raiford about this facU 
A. I did. 
Q. Did Mr. Raiford care for his wife? 
page 46 } A. I never saw Mr. Raiford neglect her; but, 
from her testimony and. from the way the foot 
looked, obviously she lrnd to undergo some duties around the 
house. She had to walk on it. 
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Mr. Devany: We object and move to strike it out. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
"'Q .. Then what did your sister do 7 
A .. First; my wife went over and helped her for a week .. 
At that time I was on the staff at Norfolk General. I was. 
over there every other night ·or the third night; I have (or-
gotten which. My wife helped her with the household duties,. 
such as cleaning ~p the house and serving Raiford his meals,. 
in an effort t~ keep my sister off her foot. The foot did not 
seem to get· better, and my sister came home because my wife 
could not sfay over there all the time. 
Q. ,vm you tell the Commissioner what you know about 
Mr. Raiford leaving- Mrs. Raiford on June 21., which I be-
lieve was the last separation¥ When did yon first know about 
that! 
A. The day after that I went over to see my sister. She 
was cleaning up the yard~ In some way, inadvertently, the 
subject came up, and she told me that Bob had left. 
Mr. Devany: We object to hearsay. 
By Mr. Alfriend : 
Q.: Did you observe any of his personal effects 
page 47 } being there at that time? 
A. I did not pay any attention to it 
Q. Have yon seen any of them sinee tllen 1 
A.. I have rtot seen any of his clothes at the house, and I 
have been there nearly every day.-
Q. At any time that you have been to your sister's I10usc 
after June 21, 1950, have yon seen Mr. Raiford theref 
A. No. I saw him only at the Millers. 
Q. Have you been to your sister's house frequently T 
A. Practically every day or every other day since tlien .. 
Q. If he has been there, would you have seen I1irn f 
A. I believe so. 
Q. Do you know wliether your sister and Mr. Raiford have 
lived together since June 21, 19501 
A. Tl1ey have not. 
Q. To your knowledge, has :Mr. Raiford made a11v attempt 
to get your sister to return to him t -
A. Since June 21 f 
Q. Since June 21, 1950 f 
A. No, I do not believe he has_ 
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Mr. Devany: I move to strike that out, as an opinion and 
not positive testimony. 
Bv the Commissioner : 
.. Q. The question was : Whether or not, to your 
page 48 ~ knowledge, Mr. Raiford has made any attempt to-
ward reconciliation¥ If you have no knowledge, 
why simply say so. 
A. Well, it is hearsay, because my sister said he has not. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
.. Q. To your knowledge? 
A. I have no knowledge as to that. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. You operated on her anklet 
A. I did, with a surgeon., at Norfolk General. 
Q. Were there any charges for thaU 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did Mr. Raiford offer to pay for it? . 
A. There was a $3.00 emergency room fee which was sup-
posed to have been paid, but I believe the cashier over at 
Norfolk General passed that by as a courtesy, because I was 
on the staff there. 
Q. Didn't Mr. Raiford offer to pay the expenses? 
A. Mr. Raiford at one time made a statement to my sister 
regarding· an obligation, which to me is absurd, Mr. Devany. 
I don't charge anything to any of my relatives for profes-
sional activities, particularly my sister. He made the re-
mark that she should have paid me or he would 
page 49 ~ have taken her to another doctor, which ag·ain is 
absurd to me, because she is my sister. I _don't 
charge my relatives anything, and ·many of my friends, either. 
Q. You say that you have never seen Mr. Raiford treat 
your sister badly in any way? 
A. I have never seen Mr. Raiford treat my sister badly. 
Could I add something to that 1 
The Commissioner: Mr. Alfriend will take care of that. 
A. I consider it bad treatment when someone deliberately 
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continues to make inroads on a person's mental stability, 
don't you¥ 
By l\fr. Devany: 
Q. "\Vell, it could work both ways, couldn't it, Doctor? 
A. Yes, it could, if it did. 
Mr. Devany: That is all I care to ask him. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. As to the period from about February until July 5, I 
believe, that Mr. Raiford did not work, from your observn-
tion of his physical condition was he able to work during that 
period of time f . 
A. Raiford has always been healthy, to my knowledge. 
Q. ·what was your sister's mental state from 
page 50 ~ her relations with her husband? 
A. At the. times she was forced to leave his place, 
particularly the last time when be came home from sea and 
told her to get out, she was pretty upset. She came home 
crying. My father was upset, and the rest of the family, when 
they found out the details. I offered to administer sedatives 
to her, but she refused to take it. Since then she bas just 
stuck it out the best she could. Since he .left the last time 
I have administered sedatives to her in an effort to make her 
more comfortable, at least. She has been a little more com-
fortable and has rested better, since June 21. 
Mr. Alfriend: Mr. Davis, do )rou have any questions that 
you want to ask? 
The· Commissioner : No. 
page 51 ~ LORRAYNE SPEAR RAIFORD, 
being· recalled, further testified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Devany: 
I I 
Q. You say that you discussed divorce with your husband 
on July 4 of this yearf 
A. The 3rd. 
Q. July 3? I believe the reason you did not want to go 
tQ Mr. Raiford, Sr. 's home, or his parents' home, was because 
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of the crowded condition of the house. Is that one of the 
reasons? · 
A. Yes. 
Q. Isn't it true that ·they have 17 rooms there-six bed-
1·ooms and three baths Y 
A. All upstairs is rented to his daughter. 
Q. All upstairs whaU 
A. It is rented to his daughter upstairs. 
Q. How many people live downstairs t 
A. His grandchildren were there at the time. I don't know 
how many rooms there are. I never counted them. 
Q. How many. bedrooms are on the first floor Y 
A. I believe there are four. 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, Sr. is in good health, isn't she, appar-
ently 1 
A. She is not able to do her work every day, because I have 
talked to her on occasions, and she is not very 
page 52 ~ well. She tells me that she doesn't feel good. 
Q. Did you know, when Mr. Raiford came to 
your home on the night of August 6, that he knew you had 
started a divorce before you told him to go and see your law-
yer or his? 
A. He _said he did not, but he knew that I was. I told him. 
Q. That is what I am talking about. He didn't actually 
know you had started proceedings t 
A. I told him I was going to start on the 5th. 
Mr. Devany: All right, ma 'am. I believe that is A 11. 
Mr. Alfriend: Mr. Davis! 
The Commissioner: I just want to observe at this point 
that the answer was filed as of July 19, 1950, and I imagine 
that the question you a.sked Mrs. Raiford was-
Mr. Devany: In that connection I would like to sav this-
Mr. Alfriend: Mr. Devany, if you want to testify_:_ 
Mr. Devany: I want to make a statement for the record. 
You can object to it if you want to, and I don't care. I make 
this statement for the record: She said he was at sea. Un· 
der the Court of Appeals' ruling, an answer has to be filed 
in 21 days. · It was filed within the time bv infor-
page 53 } mation o'btained from his father. · 
The Commissioner: The record shows that serv-
ice was made on August 7. 
Mr. Devany: On July 7. 
The Commissioner: On August 7. That is what the record 
shows. 
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Mr. Devany: Is that your case t 
Mr. Alfriend : Yes. 
The Commissioner: At the moment it seems to me that 
the desertion, alleged in the bill, has not been corroborated. 
Correct me if I am wrong about it, but that is my general 
recollection of it. Dr. Hubbard knew nothing about it. All 
we have so far is Mrs. Raiford's statement about it. 
(Thereupon, an off-the-record discussion was held, after 
which the fallowing occurred:) 
Mr. Alfriend: I am not resting now. Of course, you can-
not get absolute corroboration in many cases of people living 
alone. · 
Mr. Devany: I do not care to put on any testimony today 
if you desire to put on any further testimony. 
Mr. Alfriend: I am not resting at the present 
page 54 } moment. 
·(Thereupon, the taking of further depositions in the above 
cause was continued until September 1., 1950, at 11 :00 A. M.) 
• • • • 
page 56 ~ Law Libra1·y 
National Bank of Commerce Building 
Norfolk, Virginia, September 1, 1950, 11 :00 A. l\L. 
(Met pursnant to adjournment of August 25, 1950, with the 
same appearances as heretofore noted.) 
The Commissioner: Miss Alfriend, the reporter, is closely 
connected by blood with counsel for the complainant. 
Mr. Devany: I have no objection. 
The Commissioner: You may proceed. 
:Mr. Alfrieud: I would like to call Mr. Raiford's father. 
RICHARD HARVEY RAIFORD, 
called as a witness on behalf of the complainant, and having 
been previously duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Examined by the Commissioner: 
Q. You are Richard Harvey Raiford! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You live at 9531 Beaumont Street, Norfoll{, Virginia! 
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A. That is right. 
The Commissioner: Proceed, l\:[r. Alfriend. 
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Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
"'Q. Mr. Raiford, are you the father of the respondent 'in 
this case¥ 
A. Yes. 
page 57 ~ Q. Where do you live, Mr. Raiford t 
A. 9531 Beaumont A venue. . 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, your son's wife., has previously testified 
in this case that your son left their home on· Farrell Street 
on June 21, 1950, and that to the best of her knowledge he 
went to live with you! 
A. (The witness nodded.) 
Q. Did he live with you after June 21, 1950! 
.ll. Yes, he was. there. 
Q. Did he spend the night there¥ 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did he bring his clothing from the home on Farrell 
Street, over to your home? 
.l\.. I presume he did. I didn't see him but I presume so. 
Q. Are you now stating that you didn't see any of his 
clothes there at your home? 
A. Yes, I will state that I didn't see any of them. 
Q. Did he eat at your home? 
A. Yes. 
Q. All of his meals¥ 
A. I couldn't say e-very meal but he ate there most of the 
time. 
Q. How long did he remain in your home, Mr. Raiford? 
A. Well, he remained there from the time I got 
page 58 ~ back from Tennessee on the 22nd of June, and he 
was there until the 5th of July. 
Q. For where did he lea-ve the house1 
A. To the ship. 
Q. Do you remember which ship he sailed on V 
A. I don't. 
Q. How long did he remain aboard this ship! 
A. I think he returned on August 6th. 
Q. Did the ship return at that time ,y 
A. I think so. 
Q. ·what time did he come to your house on August 6th! 
A. \Yell, it must have been sometime during the night, be-
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cause he was there the next morning. I didn't see him when 
he come in. 
Q. You did not see him when he came in Y 
A. No. 
Q. Mr. Raiford, are you aware that your daughter-in-law 
has brought divorce proceedings against your son f 
A. Yes. I received the papers. · 
Q. When did you first know of this, Mr. Raiford? 
A. That was my first knowledge of it, when he served the 
papers. 
Q. What date was that, sir? 
A. "\Vell, it was in the early part of July,, I think. I coulcln 't 
say exactly what date it was. 
page 59 ~ Q. Were the papers actually served in July? 
A. What? 
Q. Were the papers actually served in July T Isn't it true, 
sir, that Mr. Lawler's office made attempt to serve the papers 
and you told them that your son was not there, that be was 
at sea; and he came back later and served the papers some-. 
time in August f 
A. Yes. He came back later and served the papers. 
Q. Did you communicate with your son in any way, in-
forming him of the fact that the divorce papers were await-
ing his return to Norfolk? 
A. Not while he was gone. He called up from Mississippi 
about two days before he got home and I told him. 
Q. So your son knew that divorce proceedings bad been 
brought against him prior to his return to Norfolk on Au-
gust 6th? 
A. I think three days before. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Didn't you come to my office, Raiford, prior to the re-
turn of your son, and tell me that the divorce suit had been 
brought and wanted me to file an answer in the matter, take 
care of his interests while he was at sea? 
A. Yes, I called you the day that the papers were served. 
I don't know what date tlmt was. 
page 60 ~ Q. And do you know whether I got a copy of 
those papers from Mr. Alfriend, the attorney for 
Mrs. Raiford f You didn't have the papers at the time vou 
came to see me about it, did you Y ., · 
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A. No, I had no papers. He brought the papers out there 
:and I told him, and he took them back. 
Q. That is the way you found out about it? 
A. Yes, that is the way I found out about it. 
Q. And came to my office on the strength of that. Mr. 
Raiford, you said that your son came there on June 22nd and 
stayed there until the 5th of July! · 
Mr. Alfriend: I wish to call Mr. Devany's attention to the 
testimony ; the date is June 21. 
A. I got back from Tennessee on the 22nd. 
Bv Mr. Devanv: 
• Q. Do you kiiow when your son came to your house? 
A. Well, he was there when I got back; they ·said the 21st. 
Q. During the time between the 22nd of June and the 5th 
of July,, did he go to Southampton County and stay up there 
any part of the time T 
A. My brother-in-law died, l\fr. Edwards, on the 22nd of 
June and we went up on the 23rd. That is the day that I got 
the box of Smithfield meat. And he came back that night and 
we went up on the 24th to his funeral. And he re-
page 61 } mained up there until Tuesday, the 27th. 
Q. So, in fact, he was not at your house all of 
that time? 
A. No. 
Q. Between the 21st and the 5th of July. You don't know 
anything of your own knowledge in reference to any separa-
tion between-
Mr. Alfriend: I object to that question as being leading. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Do you know anything of your own knowledge as to the 
separation between Mrs. Raiford and your son 1 
A. I didn't know a word about it until they brought the 
papers out there. He never mentioned it to me. 
Q. Do you know the cause of it T 
A. No. 
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MRS. MARTHA RAIFORD G.A.UDRY, 
called as a witness on behalf of the complainant, and having 
been first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
Examined by the Commissioner: 
Q. ·what is your own name, your own Christian namet 
.A. Martha Raiford Gaudry. 
page 62 r Q. Where do you live t 
.A. 9531 Beaumont. I have a separate apart-
ment from my father. 
By ]\fr. Alfriend: · 
·Q. M~s. Gaudry, the home you live in, is that the same one 
where Mr. Raiford 's father livest 
A. Yes. · It is a separate apartment. 
Q. You have a separate apartment upstairsf 
A. I have the private upstairs apartment. 
Q. Were you living there on June 21, 19501 
A. I was. 
Q. Do you remember if your brother returned to his 
father's home on that day! 
A. Well, I worked. I couldn't say. I don't remember 
dates. 
Q. ·when do yon first remember that your brother returned 
to his father's home i · 
A. It was sometime in J nne but I don't remember what 
date. 
Q. Do you know if your brother brought his personal ef-
fects from his home on Farrell Street? 
A. I do not. I don't know. 
Q. Do you know if he had to go to Farrell Street to get 
his daily change of linen? 
A. I don't know about that. I go to work in the 
page 63 ~ morning, come home at night; I live separately. 
I have seen him, that is all. 
Q. Do you remember when your brother left from his 
father's house? 
.A. I don't know. 
Q. Is your brother now living at your father's housef 
A. Now-
Mr. Alfriend: I have no further _questions .. 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Do you know what caused the separation, if they did 
separate? 
A. No, I do not. He didn't say a word to me about it. I 
dicln 't know at the time until Mrs. Raiford told me. She 
came to the store and told-
Q. You just know what she told you T 
A. She just told me they were separated. 
Mr. Alfriend: I would like to call the respondent as an 
adverse witness., Mr. Commissioner. 
Mr. Devany: One more question. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. You have been in the home of your brother when he and 
his wife were there, haven't you t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How did he treat Mrs. Raiford t 
page 64 ~ A. I have never heard him raise his voice to her 
or treat her anything but what he should. They 
seemed to be companionable. Go over-wl1enever we would 
come, be playing cards, like any other couple. 
Q. Did he support her as far as his ability was concerned 7 
A. I think so. 
Mr. Alfriend: I object to this question. This witness 
isn't in a position to know whether her brother supported his 
wife or not. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. ·what is your answer? 
A. I think he did. I know how they lived. 
ROBERT HARVEY RAIFORD, 
the defendant, called as an adverse witness, and having been 
first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Examined bv Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. ,vm you state your name, age, address, please, sir. 
A. Robert Harvey Raiford, 9531 Beaumont Street. 
Q. Your age and occupation 1 
A. 29; my occupation is mercliant seaman. 
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Q. In what capacity do you sail as a merchant seaman t 
A. It depends upon necessity and the job available. 
Q. In the past three or four times you have 
page 65 ~ sailed, Mr. Raiford, in what capacity have you 
sailed Y 
A. vVell, I have all my discharges there, every trip I ever 
made. 
Q. I didn't ask you for your discharge,, I asked you in what 
capacity in the last four trips have you sailed? 
A. The last trip was able-bodied seaman. The trip previ-
ous to that was third officer. The trip previous to that was 
chief officer; and the trip before that was chief o"flicer. 
Q. What licenses do you hold? 
.A. Master. 
Q. "When you sail as first officer, what is your monthly in-
come, Mr. Raiford Y · 
A. That varies with the ship and the amount of overtime 
and the bonuses and so forth. 
Q. ·wm you give us some of the variations? 
A. Well, the variation-chief officer could run between $400 
and $600 a month. 
Q. How about second mate f 
A. Vf ell, it has been a long time since I sailed second 
mate. I-
Q. To the best of your recollection. It doesn't have to be 
down to the exact penny. 
A. "11lat do you consider? A bonus! ,var 
page 66 ~ risk, or what: when you consider wages? 
Q. I am talking about your net earnings in the 
capacity of second mate. Now, you testified that is varied. I 
want you to explain it. 
A. Including war risk? 
Q. Including what you would make. 
A. No, you tell me. You are including war risk? 
Q. Do you get war risk today? 
A. Yes, there is war risk today. 
Q. Well, you include the war risk. 
A. Well, second mate would be roughly the same thing as 
chief mate.. '·· 
Q. And what was your salary as abled-bodied seaman f 
A. The last trip I made was $225 a month. 
Q. Does that include the war risk or overtime°? 
A. No, it includes no overtime, no war risk. 
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Q. How much did you make including the war risk and 
overtimeY 
A. Well, I haven't made any of that in quite a while. 
Q. Did you file income tax returns for the y~ars 1948 and 
19497 
A. Federal? 
Q. Federal income tax. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you have those with you! 
page 67 ~ A. I can produce the .'49. 
Mr. Alfriend: I call for the production of his 1949 income 
tax return. 
The Witness: This (producing document) is the reproduc-
tion, this is not the official return. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
• Q. This is your work sheet f 
A. (The witness nodded.) 
Q. The copy that you forwarded to the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue is the same as this f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. Raiford, I notice in schedule B you have listed as 
income from amount of rent or royalty $900 from residence 
at 9531 Beaumont Street:, Norfolk, Virginia. How many resi-
dences is that? 
A. Under the number 9531 Beaumont? 
Q. Yes. 
A. There is three. 
Q. Three residences. How many did you receive income 
from? 
A. Well, at that time, last year I received income from 
one. 
Q. How many others have you received income from in 
this year! · 
A. This year, two. 
page 68} Q. What is the number of the other one that yon 
received income from in this vear t 
A. That is B, 9531-B. .. 
Q. vVh~n were these two properties purchased, Mr. Rai-
fordt 
A. 1947. There (indicating) is the deed. 
Q. Confine your answers to t.he questions. Mr. Raiford. 
Who paid for the purchase price of this property? . 
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A. Who paid for it! I paid for it. 
Q. And you received the income from it! 
A. Well, you will have to narrow that down ~ little bit .. 
Q. In the year 1950, you received the income from this 
property! 
A. In 1950, yes. 
Q. And what is the income from that property, Mr. Rai-
ford? 
A. Well, real estate is not very stable. 
Q. What is the property rented for at the present timet 
A. You want net or gross t 
Q. The· gross income is what I am asking. What is the rent 
from that property to date! 
A .. $140 a.month. 
Q. Will, you break that down to what you get for each one 
of theni Y , · 
A. $75 for 9531-A, and $65 for 9531-B. 
page 69 ~ Q. In whose name is the title of this property, 
Mr. Raiford t 
A. Whose title! . 
Q. In whose name is the title! 
A. My mother's name. 
Q. And why did you put this property in your mother's 
name! 
A. (The witness pointed to a paper.) 
Q. The question was, why did you put this property in 
your mother's name Y 
Mr. Devany: We object, as· immaterial. It was put iu 
there prior to the marriage of the parties here-. There is 
no question of fraud there and he is not being attacked by 
creditors .. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
. Q. ·wm you answer tl1e question f 
A. I will be glad to answer it. That happened in 1947. I 
had no dependents. 
Q. That· does :riot answer tI1e question. 
A. My mother was my closest heir . 
. Q. Your wife Iias previously testified, on page 15 of tlle, 
record: (Reading) ''He has told me over and over that he 
put the property in his mother's name because, if he was ever 
sued., he wouldn't have anything, and they could not get' any-
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thing." Is it true that you told yoµr wife tb.~U 
page 70 } Answe_r the que~tion yes or ho, Mr. Raiford. Did 
you tell your wife that 7 
A. Quote the exact words. 
Mr. Alfriend: i wiii ask the reporter to read back. 
( The last question was read by tl1e reporter.) 
Mi;. Devany: We object to that as immaterial, whether ~a 
told her or not. 
A. I could have told her-
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
.. Q. Mr. Raiford, tha~ is not answering the question. 
A. I didn't tell her that exact words. 
Q. Did you tell her in words to that effect? 
A. Absolutely not. . 
Q. What did you tell youi· wife? 
A. Well, that takes a lot of consideration now~ The beElt 
of my alJility-I don't have a mind that can remember word 
for word over a period of several years. 
(Witness pausing.) 
Q. Do yqu refuse to a~swer the question.1 .. 
A.. No. You are hurrying me up lie re. If you think back 
a couple of years, can you quote wotd for wor~ ¥ . 
Q. I .don't propose to argue. with you,. l\fr. Raiford. Are 
you going to answer the question or noU . 
A. You have got to give me time. I have got to think. 
Mi-. Devany: Answer as best you can; 
page 71 ~ A. The reason that I put the property in my 
mother's name, the reason that I gave-
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
.. Q. No, the quest1oh was : \Vba t did you teil your wife the 
reason was 7 
A. Well, I tell you. I can't recall the exactreason to that. 
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By the Commissioner: . 
Q. Let's see, now. You were married on March 9, 1949! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Devany: The transfer was made in 194_7. 
Bv the Commissioner: 
~ Q. You purchased this property from Warren M. Fisher 
and wife, and caused the deed dated April 28, 1947, to. be 
made by Warr en M. Fisher and wife to Annie D. Raiford. Am 
I to understand that that Annie D. Raiford is your mother? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were you then engaged t.o be married to the complain-
ant in this case? 
A. Absolutely not. 
Q. You had not asked her in marriag·e Y 
A. No, sir. 
The Commissioner: Very well. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. ·when did you have this discussion with you~ 
page 72 ~ wife relative to the reason you put this property 
in your mother's name? 
A. I think it might have come up before I got married, I 
don't know. 
Q. Either some time shortly before you got married or after 
you got married t 
A. ,~ren, I can't remember that. 
Q. So you now state that you cannot remember a conversa-
tion concerning an important transaction such as this f 
A. I don't know. 
Q. That took place a little over a year ago, at the most? 
A. I said I didn't remember. You asked me what dateY 
Q. Do you have any bank accounts, Mr. Raiford Y 
A. Yes., sir. 
Q. ·what bank do. you bank witb ! 
A. The Southern Bank of Norfolk. 
Q. Do you have any other bank accounts? 
.A. No, sir. 
Q. What is your balance in the Southern Bank f 
A. $19.11. 
Q. ·what was your balance at the time you left your wifef 
A. $19.11. 
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Q. Where are you living at the present time! 
A. 9531 Beaumont Street. 
}.la~ 73 } Q. How long have you been living ther-e this 
time·v ., 
A. From August 7. · 
Q. Woon you left. your wife on June 21., did you go there f 
A. Yes., sir. 
Q. Did· you take your clothes with you T 
.A. Absolutely not. 
Q. Did you return in a few days and get your clothes Y 
A. Absolutely not. 
Q. When did you get your clothes? · 
A. ,vhen did I g~t my clothes t When I went_ ,to. sea, and 
only the amount of clothes- · · 
The Commissioner: wm ·you face Miss Alfriend." · · · · 
A. I got my clothes when I went-to sea and only the amount 
of clothes necessary to go to sea. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
· Q. Did you tell your wife you were going to sea, Mr. Rai-
ford! 
A. Absolutely. . 
Q. Did you tell her when you were going to sea Y 
A. Absolutely. 
Q. Did you tell her the name of the ship that you were 
going to sea in 7 · 
A. I didn't know the name of the ship. 
Q. When did you sign aboard this ship, Mr. Raiford Y 
A. Produce the discharge. 
page 7 4 } Q. I didn't call for the discharge. I asked you-
Mr. Devany: He wants to refresh his memory. He has a 
. right to do it. 
A. No, I know. July 5th. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
·Q. When did you take the clothes from vour wife's and 
your home on Farrell Street! , "' 
A. It was on the night of July 3rd and the morning of 
.July 4th. 
' Q. Why didn't you tell your wife at that time you were 
leaving for sea V 
52 Supreme Court of Appeals of Vrginia. 
Robl3rt Harvey Raiford. 
A. Because. I had to make a liyi~g. 
Q. Why didn't you tell her at that time where yoli were 
gof~{vhere i was go1ng t I c1idn 't know. We never know 
on foreign orders. 
Q. ~y d~dn 't you tell her what ship you were going on t 
A. I didn't know. 
Q. Why didn't you tell her that you would be hack! 
A. Ask· that again. · . _ _ 
Q. Why ~~d:~~t you tell your wife that you wonld,.be backf 
A. Ask it once more. · · 
Q. Why didn't you tell your wife th~t you wonid ~e b~ck t 
-. ~ · ,.A. Well, I always come back ftoin sea unless 
page 75 } there is something happen~. . . .. -, . _ , 
Q. Mr. Raiford, your wife has testified that you 
returned to y~u~ house shortly after J nne 21 and t.hreatened 
to take out alt the appliances, such as the stove, the icebox, 
the wa~hing iµachine, __ any other movable appliances; Do you 
remember doing that Y · 
A. Absolutely untrue. 
Q. Do you deny thatt 
A. Deny that! . . . _ . 
Q. Is your wife telling an untruth when sbe states that 1 
A. She has. She can say wbat she pleases. . . 
Q. I asked yon, is your wife stating an untruth when she 
savs that? 
. . A. I won't answer ~hat. She ~as the right to say what 
she wants. I have nothing to clo with that. 
Mr. Alfriend: I ask the Comm1ssioner to direct the wit-
ness to answer the questioJJ plit to M.m. . 
. Mr. ~~vany: ~t is conclusive evidence, it speaks for itself. 
He testffies one thing,, ~he testifies another .. 
Bv Mr. Alfriertd: 
"'Q. Do you remember your father caIIing you in Missis~ippi, 
I believe he testified, that your wife had brought suit for 
. divorce against yon f 
page 76 t A. My father never called me. I called- my 
father. 
Q. Do you remember your father telling yon over the tele-
phone- . 
A. Absolutely-
. Q. -that_ yo~r :wife-and the testimony is th~t on _Angnst 
6, at 12 :30 at mght., yon came by the house on Farrell Street 
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where your :wife was living and went around to the bedroom 
and knocked on the window. Do you remember thaU 
A. Absolutely. . . 
• Q. At that time, did you know that suit for divorce· had 
been brought T · 
.A.. I had seen no written records, only hearsay. 
Q. ~ad you been informed by your father? 
4-. Q£~yes, of-yes, 0£- ._ · . . . _ 
Q. Had_ you any _reason to disbelieve your father Y 
A. Well, I don't believe hearsay. . . 
Q. I asked the question, Did you have any reason to dis-
believe your .father? 
4. ~o; absolutely 1:10~. . . . 
Q. Then the best information you had ,vas that suit ha~ 
beeil brought against you, is that right f 
A. Yes. 
Q .. For what purpose did you go by there at 12 :30 at night, 
rapping on the b_edroom ~ii:i.<l:ow 7 a . . .. 
A. Because I d1dn 't. beheve it. I had only heard 
page 77 ~ ~earsay ~nd it was quite a shock to me. It was 
done while t was at sea. 
Q. What excuse did yot1 give your wife for coming by 
theref 
A. I told her I ~ad ~aval Res~rve papers that I m~~t keep 
and I had other pnp~rs that I must have access to at all times. 
· Q. Did you go by there for any other purpose T 
A. Well, I wanted to hear her say with her own words that 
she had brought proceedings against me. Naturally, a matt 
would be ; married. 
Q. Was that the only putposef 
A. I was still readv to make reconciliation. 
Q. At that time, did you make any o:ffet· of reconciliationY 
A. I didn't get a chance to. 
Q. Why didn't you go to the front door 7 
A. I went to the front door first. 
Q. Did you rap oh the front door? 
A. I couldn't. It was a screen door there. 
Q. Did you knock o~ the goor T 
A. I think I knocked on the dooi. Q. Did you knock with sufficient force to be heard in the 
bedroom! 
A. That i couidn ;t say. I wasn't in the bedroom. 
. . Q. Mr. Raiford, what are your exp~nses when 
page 78 ~ you go to sea 7 Is yottr room and board furnished 
by the company that you sail with? .. 
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· A. It is furnished. It is charged up against us. 
Q. In what way is it charged up against yori? 
A. In subsistence. 
· Q. These basic salaries that you have quoted to me, is that 
net or is that included with subsistence; it had to be deducted 
from thaU 
A. No, subsistence doesn't have to be deducted from that. 
Q. So in what way is your subsistence charged against you¥ 
A. ,ven, we pay social security on that. That is deducted 
from our salary. 
· Q. You also pay income taxes from your salary, don't you 1 
A. (No answer.) 
Q. I believe your wife testified that February 4, 1950, you 
ordered her out of the house that you were then living in. 
Do vou remember that T A: Yes, I remember that. 
Q. What caused you to order that girl out of the house¥ 
A. ,vell, I am going· to give you a good reason now and it 
is the truth so far as I know. I just made a trip up to New-
. foundland and I went through the worst storm in 
page 79 ~ my career and risked my life. 
Q. Will you confine yourself to the answer. 
Mr. Devany: Let him finish answering in his own way. 
A. I came back and arrived in Norfolk. I was pretty well 
worn. ·when we arrived at Norfolk, I began to stand night 
watches all day long for 16 hours; and then the morning 
when I came home, I had a pain in my head after I had been 
on watch there for around 24 hours. ,vhen I came in, I 
wasn't feeling so good and my wife was just getting up. She 
hadn't had breakfast. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
·Q. Did you make any comment about l1er attire at tlmt 
time? 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,~7hat was the comment that you madef 
A. ·wen, the comment was-I don't know the exact time 
of day. It must have been around 11 :00 o'clock. What would 
you say¥ (Addressing the complainant.) Go ahead. 
; · Mrs. Raiford~ It was in the morning, about quarter of 
eig·ht. 
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'The Witness: '\Vell, I didn't get thrQugh. work-
By Mr. Alfrien~: 
Q. Was it shortly ·after eight, then, Mr. Raiford! Was 
vou comment to the effect that onlv a woman of ill fame would 
• · w~ar a housecoat'around the house at eight o'clock 
page .80 } in the morning? 
A. Absolutely not. 
Q. What was- . 
A. My comment was, I didn't appreciate a woman staying 
dressed in a bathrobe until late hours. . 
Q. What was she doing· at that time? 'N as she fixµig .bre:ak:. 
fast for her little boy, preparing him to go, to schooH 
A. I think she started that. I don't know. · .... - · 
Q. Continue with your story of the .re~son for ordering her 
out of the house, Mr. Raiford. · ·· 1 • • • 
A. Well, I was pretty upset then. ·words b~gan to fly. And 
I hadn't had no sleep and I g11ess I just-one·of those things. 
I just flew off. One of the few times I ever did that. I didn't 
mean it. I wasn't sincere, never. I wasn't sincere about 
ordering her out of the house. 
Q. But you did order her out T · 
A. Absolutely. 
Q. Did you order her out in a loud, commanding voice Y 
A. I was under ~xcitement that a woman can g·et you into. 
Q. You didn't answer m~- question. Was it a loud, com-
manding, quarterdeck voice T 
A. I would say it was., ~bsolutely. I usually talk very low 
or very high. 
Q. Now, :Mr. Raiford, let's get to the occurrences 
Jlage 81 } on June 21, 1959, when you left yours and your 
wife's home on Farrell Street and went to -vour 
father's. Had you had any altercation with your wife prior 
to your leaving? 
A. Prior to my leaving? Yes, sir. 
Q. ,vhat was that_altercation, Mr. Raiford? 
A. Well, that altercation was, my wife was getting ready 
to fix dinner and, as she said in her statement, that was on, 
of the very few dinners I had ever eaten there. In fact, how 
many would you say I ate there? Well, when my wife sat at 
tl1e table, she said "You_are not getting; any more of my food, 
any more of my food that I pay for." 
Q. She asked you for grocery money prior to that? 
. A. Everytime she asked me for gTocery money, I gave it 
and I would have give her the last penny I had. 
-., 
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Q. How much did you give for groceries during the month 
of June f She has testified $30 cash. 
A .. I didn't keep a record of that cash money. . . 
Q .. Hdw mu~h woul<;i you estimate you had given her for 
the month of June; 1950 T . _ . 
A. Month of JuneY I don't like these estimates.. I would 
rather put it down .. I bought grocerie_s myself out of my own 
money and-:-well, she said $30 I ga~e her t 
Q. I believe the testimony is-
A. That is good enough._ . . .. . 
Q. Either $18 or $3(); somethi~ sm~, ins~-
page 82· } cient to. run a household 011, And you deny that 
· she requested money for groceries prior to your 
leaving the hQuseY 
A. Ask;me·. Q\rer. 
Q. no ·yo~ deny that she asked yott money for groceries 
prior to_your leaving on June 21.1. _ . . . 
A .. I cannot remember her asking me . Qll J Ulle _ ~1~ _asking 
me for grocery money on that date. I told ~er I didn't. have 
=at that time, I didn't have any cash money but it was $19.11 
in the bank .. 
Q. You testified that yon receiveq rentai for thfs property 
$140 a month. What did you do with that money T . . 
A. I have got records to show for it. , I done the best I 
could. 
Q. Of the $140 that you testified yourself, you estimated 
around $30 you gave your wife dudng· the month of June .. 
·what happened to the other! .. , . 
A .. I have got a permanent record of the rest out. there. 
Q. I am asking you right nowi not some records you have 
some placei . . . . . . .. . 
A. It w~nt to pay billsj; . I paicf, bills and I put a screen 
por,ch up the.re, against my bett~r jud~ent, because my wife. 
insisted on it before it came for food. I ~hink the money 
~honld go for food :first.. Sh~ insisted 01~ the screen porch .. 
I done it against_~ bet~er judgment, nga~nst my will •. 
. _ . Q. Wlien did yon return to the home on Farrell 
page 83 ~ Street a~ter yon left J 1;me 21 t 
A. Ask me that again. 
:Mr. Alfriend; Read the question. 
(The last question was reacl by the reporter.) 
A. :r returned on June 22. 
.J __ ~· 
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By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. And did you have any conversation with your wife on 
that day? 
A. I told her that my uncle had died and I was putting my 
suit in the cleaners, the same suit I have got on now, to have 
it cleaned, and my father was going up to the country and 
he wanted me to go along with him to see if there was any-
thing I could do. My father asked me to go to the country 
with him to see if anything we could do to help with the 
funeral. 
Q. And when did you come back from the funeral, ::M:r. Rai-
ford? 
A. I came back on Tuesday. 
Q. What date was that? 
A. I had rather have these dates down specifically. 
The Commissioner : There is the calendar over there. 
Mr. Richard Raiford: Tuesday, 27th of July-I mean· 
June. 
The Commissioner: The 22nd of June was Thursday. 
Mr. Richard Raiford: 27th of June. 
page 84 ~ The Witness: That is right, the 27th. 
Bv the Commissioner: 
· Q. You came back on the 27th of June T 
A. Yes., sir. 
BY Mr. Alfriend: 
· Q. Did you go to your home on Farrell Street then Y 
A. Not immediately when I came back. 
Q. Why didn't you go over there! 
A. My wife had told me to get out there and I didn't-
Q. Are you now testifying, Mr. Raiford, that you left the 
house on Farrell Street because your wife told you to get 
ouU 
A. Yes., sir. 
Q. Mr. Raiford, I ·call your attention to the fact that you 
a.re under oath. 
A. Absolutely I am under oath and I will take the oath 
again (witness holding up his hand). 
Mr. Devany: Sit down; answer his questions. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
·Q. Now, you testified that you came back to Norfolk on 
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the 27th, I believe. vVl1en did you go over to see your wife 1 
· . A. I am not positive but I think it was the night of the 
27th. 
page 85 ~ Q. All right. Did you have any conversation 
· with your wife then 1 
A. Yes, I bad a conversation with her. 
Q. Did you tell her you were going to return f 
A. No., didn't tell her. I take it for gra.nite, I guess. I 
never deserted, never have. 
Q. ,vhere did you spend the night of the 27th? 
A. vVell, I asked her to let me have a bedroom there but-
I spent the night at home. 
Q. \Vhen you came over there on the 27th, you asked her 
for a bedroom? 
A. Absolutely. 
Q. \7\That did she tell you? 
A. She says, ''You a re not going to be a boarder in this 
house. You are not going to stay l1ere and board." 
Q. At that time, did you threaten to take out the appli-
ances! 
A. Absolutely not. 
Q. You have made no threats at all to take out those appli-
ances? 
A. Absolutely not. 
Q. Mr. Raiford, shortly before June 21, did you l1ave any 
djscussion with your wife relative to selling the home on 
Farrell Street where you lived? 
A. What would you consider discussing? A re-
pag·e · 86 ~ mark or something; like thatf 
· Q. Did you have any conversation at all with 
your wife relative to the selling· of the house? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did your wife at that time say, ''Well, if ~Tou sold the 
house what, would happen to me?'' And you told her "Well,. 
you can always go back and live with your parents." 
A. I can't remember that. 
Q. Do you deny that statement? 
A. Let's see. Repeat that again. 
Mr. Alfriend: Read it. 
The Witness: You have called up a lot of conversation 
like that. Really-. 
(The record was read hy the reporter as follows: 
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. '' Q. Did your wife at that time say., 'Well, if you sold the 
]10use, what would happen to me?' and you told her 'Well, 
y,ou can always .g,o back and live with your pa-rents.' "} 
The Witness: Is that what Mr. Alfriend says or what she 
says Y You are .saying that, aren't yon f 
The Commissioner : Mr. Alfriend asked you a question~ 
The question has been read back now and you should answer 
that question. I you don't understand it, I will get 1Vli.$s Al .. 
friend to read it ag-.ain. Read the question again. 
page 87} (The record was again read.) 
A. Well, I don't like to deny anything but I will deny that; 
~omes down to a point. · 
By Mr. Alfriend: . . . ·_ . ~ 
Q. Do fou deny that your wif-e asked you ''vVhat will hap .. 
pen to me if you sell the house!'' · 
A. Repeat that again~ 
Mr. Alfriend: Read it. 
( The last question was read by the reporter.) 
A. Yes, I will deny that. 
By Mr. Alfriend : 
Q. Mr. Raiford., do you pay any board where you are now 
livingl 
]\fr. Devany: I object to that as immateria~. 
Mr. Alfriend: I would like to point out that I am trying 
to establish the expenses that this man has, Mr. Commissioner. 
Now, answer the question. 
A. I pay board when I got it. I I 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
· Q. Now, I believe the testimony is, in 1950-f or what period 
of time have you lived with your father? 
A. You have to start with the first of the year. 
The Commissioner: This is the first of September now. 
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A .. (Contimring} I lived there some the first of the year .. 
page 88 ~ ( At this point there was an off-the-record dis-
cussion, after which the following occurred:) 
A. February 20 to April 15 and· August a until Septem-
ber 1. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. Mr. Raiford, aren't you omitting the time from June 21 
until the time you shipped out Y 
A. Well, you can count that, too. 
(At this pqint there was an off-the-record discussi'1tg,, after 
which the 'following occurred:} 
A. June 21 to July fi. 
By the Commissioner: 
:i 
Q. Less three days r I ' 
A. Three days in the country. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend ~ 
.. Q. During· that period of time, Mr. Raiford, how much nave' 
you contributed to the operation of your father's household t 
A. None. 
Q. Mr. Raiford, I don't believe· I have asked yon, how much 
Imve you contributed to your wife's support during the year· 
1950 Y Would you give us that Y 
' A. In the year 1950; from January until-you call tllat 
sn bsistence T 
Q. How much money did yon give her toward 
page 89 ~ the running of the houseI10Id Y 
A. I haven't got exact figures on that and I 
wonldn 't like to state them nniess I can get exact figures on 
them. 
Q. l\frs. Raiford testified that for the months of J annary., 
February and March yon gave· her $75 a month?' 
A. I got receipts; that is all I got receipts for .. 
Q. At which time I don't believe yon were living togeiher ~ 
In May I believe she has testified that you have given her 
$18 and in June $30. Is that about right f 
A. Well, I didn't keep count of it. I l1aven rt got the fig-
ures. I wouldn't say yes or no. I don't like to state any-
thing unless I have got some facts fo state- on. 
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. . 
Q. Ha.ye yo:u any obje~ti~n t<>i sµpporti~g YOP.! .. wife 7, · 
~- Absol;utely; I would_giye her _my last. p~p.~y. ,My las~ 
penny, l '\YOUld give it to her. I would go without clothes to 
give it.~to her .. - .. 
0 
• e; , : , , I • • • • · · 1 r ·. 
0 
• '. : • . 
Q. Were you ~~thout:~rp.ploym~n.t1 ~lr. ~3:1~9r~);~rom:, say; 
April 15 until June 5 when you have stated you shipped out? 
A. Yes, out of employment from April-April 5 until July 
5; yes, sir, I was out of employment. ._ .-. . 
Q. "\Vhat effort did you make to secure employment during 
that period of time! 
A. I regi~t~red with every shipping company that I could 
possibly get a job. ' . ' ' 
page 90 ~ . Q .. How often did you ma)r~ the rounds of the 
. . .... s);tippi:r,g c,mmp_a_nie~, . Mi·. Raiford 1. . - . • 
A. Roughly, I would say once a week. They don't hke us 
around top mu.ch.. . _ . . . . . . .. _ . 
. Q. Isn't it .a._coir1moµ occurrence when the men are called, 
th~y c~Bthe .111~n pre.sentl... . , ... . .·,·, .... , . . . 
A. It is a common occurrence to call the men present? Ab-
solutely~ - ; . . " . . . . · . . . : . · 
Q. Isn't that the practice of the National Maritime Union 
and SIU? 
A. I have nothing to do with that, SIU or N:MU. I am 
not a seaman, I am a licensed man. 
Q. The last ti~.~ yo:u_ sb~pped was-
A. It was a nonunion ship. 
Bv the Conimissioner: 
·Q~ I was j;ust .wq;ndering 111ys~lf. how i{ w~s.· that a man 
with a master'·s license was shipping as an ,abled-b.odied sea'." 
man; but this was nonunion. So you don't belong to either 
union 7 
A. Not to either seaman's union. 
By .Mr.,Alfrienfl:,.. . _ . . _· . . .. . . , . · 
'Q .. J.sri '.~ it. ,qustoin~i·y. for in any; lic.~;n~ed men j to . ship as 
unlicensed personnel when li~enseci berths are not available? 
A. In a case of necessity. . , , . . . . . ., . . 
Q. Isn't it a com~on. oc~urre~ce w;hen ,~Wpping,is tig~hU 
A. I wouldn't say it ,vas common. A man has 
page 91 ~ tp swallow all his pride to do that. It is not com-
mon; . t 
Q. Don't many lice:rised officers ship as unlicensed per-
sonnel? 
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The Commissioner: I shall have to rule right here that 
this is getting beyond the record, because the witness has 
testified that he does not hold membership as a seaman in 
either of the unions and he only holds membership, I suppose, 
in the Masters, Mates and Pilots Association. 
Bv the Commissioner : 
"'Q. Is that right¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
The Commissioner: Therefore, he had to ship on a non-
union ship. 
The ,vitness: Yes. Captain Hurst told me that. 
The Commissioner: So that the custom of shipping sea-
men is not involved in this case. 
The Witness: No, sir. For me to sail on a union ship, I 
would have to give up my union in the Masters~ Mates and 
Pilots. I can't belong to two unions. I would have to retire 
my card. 
0
The Commissioner: That is wJmt I understand, So I thirik 
the question is not relevant to this situation. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
" Q. Aren't there many companies that sail non-
pag·e 92 ~ union crews through the port of Norfolk¥ 
.l\. There is very few nonunion ships afloat to-
day. 
Q. ·what other efforts did you make to secure employment 
during this period of time1 
A. I was reg·istered down at the Unemployment Bureau at 
that time. 
Q. Did you receive unemployment subsistence checks? 
A. I received until they ran out. 
Q. So in addition to your $140 rental from your property, 
you also had unemployment compensation checks, is that 
rig·ht! 
.A. Yes, I had five checks. 
Q. ·what was the amount of those checks f 
.A. $125 in full. 
Q. Did you make any attempts to secure other work than 
seaman's work, such as that of a carpenter 1 
Ivir. Devany: I object. I don't think it is materiaL 
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A. I tried to-
.The Commissioner: Non support is not a cause for divorce 
:and unless there is some other reason for asking the ques-
tion, there is no necessity to encumber the record with evi .. 
<lenoo in that connection .. 
Mr. Alfriend: I will withdraw ·that line of questioning, 
then. 
I have no further questions of this witness. I 
11age 93 } would like to point out at this time, I called Mr.. 
Raiford as an adverse witness, so Mr. Devany, 
should he wish to question him, will have him as his own 
witness. 
Mr. Devany: I can question him on the questions on which 
you interrogated him as -your witness. 
The Commissioner: Yes, go ahead. -- · ·, 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Devanv: 
·Q. You testified that you asked Mrs. Raiford to leave you 
the first time due to the fact that.:__ 
The Commissioner: "\Vait a. minute. I would like to get 
this matter straightened out about the three separations. I 
want to get it in one place, so I won't have to go all through 
the record to find it. 
Mr. Alfriend: I also object to any leading questions. This 
man is your witness. I only called him as an adverse wit-
ness. You will have to question him with nonleading ques-
tions. 
The Commissioner: I don't know that that is a rule. Of 
eourse, you are not bound by anything that he said, since 
vou called him as an adverse witness. But if Mr. Devanv 
wants to clear up any point there, I think he has a right to 
question him on that testimony. 
By Mr. Devany: • ' I - I - ' 
Q. When was the first separation f 
A. The one-we didn't consider that a separa-
page 94 } tion, the time she g·ot sick; that wasn't a separaion. 
Q. I am not talking about the sickness, I am talk-
ing about the first time you-
A. February 7. 
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Bv the Commissioner:. 
·Q. What yeart 
A~ 1950 .. 
By Mr. Devany: . . : . . : . . . _ . 
Q. Was that the time you told her to leave on account of 
your physical condition? 
A. Yes, sir. . .. 
Q .. Did you make any effort to form a reconciliation af te1· 
tliaU .. ,· . 
A. Yes~· sir, th~t night. , , 
Q . .And to ·what extent di~ yon do· th8:U.. _ _ . . . . . . 
A. Well, after l had gotten some rest there, I a~eiL her 
not to, do anything rash. She didn't leave ;right .away. I 
asked her not to do anything rash L!nd she cqok~d supper .and'. 
her brother came over there an<l asl(ed. h~i: .was. sb~ ready to 
go. She said no, she wanted to clean up the dishes and al1.. 
So he left, and that. is' when I ij:s)ted ~her .not to do anything 
rash and talk it over, because I was all right then. 
Q. How long were you separated that time! . .. _: . = . . •. 
A. From that date, February 7;. u~til we bought the.ho:ase. 
Q. And what was the inducing cause that made 
page 95 ~ you buy the house Y 
. . A. My wife wouldn: ~t come back to me. She 
wonldri 't come back to the other house. 
iir .. Alf riend: I beiieve that is outside the scope of my 
examination; Mr~. Commissioner.. I object to. that question. 
The Conunissioner:- I want. it. I will. ask the question 
my~elf .. I want to· get the facts, so that I will know some-
thing about it. 
By .. Mr .. Devany~ . . 
. Q. You say she wouldn't come bacl{ with yon and go back 
to Beaumont. A venue Y 
A. She refused. · . 
Q. Then what did you have to do in order to get her to 
eome back to live with you Y 
A. I had to find a place tlutt satisfied I1e:r; 
Q. Did yon do thaU 
A. Yes, the house closest to1 h~ :best f rierid .. 
Q. wen, did yon rent it or ony itf 
A. I bought it. .. 
Q. And in whose name did you put it t . ' I ~ 
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A. My wife's and mine. 
Q. So after the house was purchased-
Bv the Commissioner : 
• Q. Wait a minute. You put up approximately 
page 96 ~ $1,500 cash, is that correcU 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. After the house was purchased, did she come back to 
you! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, Mr. Raiford, Mr. Alfriend has questioned you ·a 
lot about your-
By the Commissioner: 
Q. It was said that there were three separations. ,vhen 
was the second one? 
... I\. ·wen~ there wasn't but two. She went home of her own 
account, with sickness, but that wasn't-
The Commissioner: That is all right. I understand there 
were three. 
· Mr. Alfriend: We maintain that there were three. She 
was forced to leave the home. I think the testimonv will bear 
it out. Mr. Raiford said he could not stand sick people, made 
no effort to take care of his wife. She was under the doctor's 
car. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. After you reconciliation and she bad returned to your 
home, she was taken sick, or there was some trouble with her 
ankle, is that correcU 
A. That happened before we ever separated. 
page 97 ~ Q. That happened before you ever separated? 
A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. Let's get down to June 21, 1950. What was the cause of 
your leaving your home on Farrell A venue? 
A. Well, the remark that I wasn't going to eat any more 
of her food made me feel pretty bad, because I feel with two 
married people, what belongs to one belon.gs to the other and 
I don't know that it was her food or not but I give her the 
advantage of the doubt. 
Q. When you returned from sea tbe 6th of August, what 
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was the reason that you went to her house, for what purpose? 
Mr. Alfriend: I object to this. This man has fully an-
swered, explained his reasons and purposes for going there. 
A. My purpose was to hear from my own wife that she had 
divorced me. I didn't believe it. It was quite a shock to me 
while I was at sea. In fact, I couldn't even stand my watch 
that night, the first watch of my career that I have never 
stood, had to have another man to stand it, and I tried to 
stand. 
By l\f r. Devany: 
Q. That was after-
A. That was after my father told me. It was such a shock 
to me. And I got proof that another man had to stand my 
watch. And I used all my will power to stand it 
page 98 ~ but I couldn't stand it. 
Q. Did you state or not whether you tried to 
get her to let you occupy the room there? 
A. Absolutely; she will verify that. 
Q. ,v mild she allow you to do so 1 
A. No. 
Q. Coming· to expenses., :Mr. Raiford, have you a list of 
your expenses from the time that you were. married until the 
30th day of June, 19501 
A. Yes, sir. They are my expenses and assets. (Produc-
ing list.) 
Q. And have you also a list of your income for an equal 
period f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is this your gross income? 
l\fr. Alfriend: I object to any self-serving statements. 
A. Gross income and assets. 
Mr. Devany: He can testifv from it. 
Mr. Alfriencl: I object to any list prepared by someone 
unknown to those present l1ere. 
By !fr. Devany: 
Q. Will you look at that paper and refresh your memorv, 
and tell the Commissioner ifom by item your income from tlie 
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time you married Mrs. Raiford until the 30th of June. 1950T 
page 99 } By the Commissioner-: . 
Q. One minute. I should hke to know from what 
~ources you compiled that statement. 
Mr . .A.lfriend-: Or who compiled it, Mr. Commissi-oner. 
B v the Commissioner.: 
·Q. State when the statement was compiled and who com.:. 
piled it. 
A. I compiled this recently, since I lmve been home and 
I compiled it from the facts that I can verify all -of these ex-
<>ept one. I have bills and wag·es. I can verify all except 
one. 
Q. Which one is it that you cannot verifyf 
A. That is the income tax return for 1948. I might could 
get that from the bank. 
The Commissioner: That is all right. ·· 
By Mr. Devany! 
Q. Go ahead. List them theni over, one b~ one . 
.Bv the Commissioner: 
.. Q. (Interposing) Did you prepare that yourself, from 
vour own memoranda? 
· A. Yes, sh. I prepared it and my brother-in-law copied it. 
l\f r. Alfriend: My objections continue, on the ground that 
this is hearsay; it is not the best evidence. 
page 100 ~ The , 7\Titness: I have got facts to prove this. 
This is not hearsay, this is facts. 
The Commissioner: Go ahead. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. State what your income is, and each item. 
A. I am g·oing to start, No. 1, bank balance. 
The Commissioner: You can save a lot of time bv identifv-
ing- that and putting· it in the ~·ecord. "' "' 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Is that a true and correct statement of your income 
for that period, Mr. Raiford? 
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.A. Yes, that is true to the best of my knowledge .. 
Mr .. Devany: We offer that. 
(The document referred to was marked Exhibit 4.) 
.. 
" ' 
Mr. Alfriend: Counsel has objected to the introduction,. 
on the ground that it is hearsay, not the best evidence; and 
calls for the production of the records from which this list 
was compiled .. 
By Mr. l)evany: 
Q. I ·ask you., what is that, !fr. Raiford, and who prepared 
thaU . 
A. I' prepared it and my brother-in-law copied it .. 
Q .. What is that! 
.A .. That is the expenses and expenditures from March 9,. 
1949, to June 30, 1950 .. 
page lOI f Mr. Devany~ We off er that in evidence as Ex-
hibit No. 5 .. 
Mr .. Alfriend: The same objection. 
By the Commissioner : 
Q .. From what source did yon obtain the information that. 
you have set forth f 
A. From wag·e receipts. Is this one the expensesf This 
· is estimated.. This (indicating) I have proof of. 
Q. Let me ask you this question. You have estimated liv-
.ing expenses, $2,223 .. 46 f 
A. Yes,. sir .. 
Q. You are just guessing at that f 
A .. Yes, sir .. 
Q. Household goods, repah-s and additions to house,. 
$843.39f 
A. Yes,. sir. 
Q .. How did yon arrive at that f 
A. I got it in a ledger there, all items· .. 
Q. You have a ledge rt 
Mr. Alfriend:. I call for the production of this- Iedg.er in 
evidenc-e· .. 
Bv the Commissioner : 
· Q. Do you have any billsf 
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A. I had bills and checks and kept all bills but 
page 102 ~ I haven't got them all. Some of them might be 
there at the house. There is the record I kept. 
Q. When was this record made f From month to month or 
all at one time t 
A. At a certain point it was made at one time. Then I kept 
it up. I went back and got all my bills and then I got to a 
certain point and then I began to-
Q. ·what is that point that you began keeping it regularly? 
A. (Witness looking at ledger) This point here (indicat-
ing). 
Q. From December 3, 1949 ¥ 
A. Yes. 
Q. To December 20, 1949, those few items are regularly 
kept; the rest were just put in °1 
A. Yes, by bills and checks and all. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Put in from bills and checks1 
A. Yes, absolutely. All of them have proof. 
The Commissioner: This is Exhibit No. 5. 
( The document ref erred to was marked Exhibit 5.) 
Mr. Alfriend: Counsel further objects to these as being 
merely conclusions of the respondent, his estimate. It is 
also a conclusion as to the source of the income; in particu-
lar, the income from the rental property that he 
page 103 ~ received, which is listed as '' Gifts from Mother'' 
when he reported it on his income tax return as 
income. 
By ivlr. Devany: 
Q. Mr. Raiford, in April., April 28, 1947, did you know l\Irs. 
Raiford, your wife? 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,v as sl1e married at that time 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. "\Vere you going with bed 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You said you purchased this property and bad it put 
in Mrs. Annie D. Raiford 's name. Did you make that as 
a gift to her or not? 
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The Commissioner : I think the facts speak for themselves. 
He has apparently been collecting the rent from it and I 
would say that there is a resulting trust in there, if not an 
active trust in that connection. It may be that Mr. Raiford 
did not intend that in derogation of his marital duties and 
wanted it to be set aside iu,1947; because, as I understood his 
testimony, he was not then engaged to the complainant. 
By the Commissioner : 
Q. You say you knew her and you were going with her¥ 
A. I had known her-April-January, February, March, 
April and- that would be about four months that I knew her 
at that time. 
page 104 ~ The Commissioner: Of course, as a matter of 
law, any conveyance that is made in derogation 
of the marital duties prior to marriage is void and of no ef-
fect. 
Mr. Devany: There was the space of two years. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. What was the net rental from the property last year 1 
A. ·well, I haven't got that figure out. I could give you-
I would consider that upkeep and taxes and insurance would 
come out of the gross, would give you the net. 
Mr. Devany: I can prove it by another source. 
The Commissioner: You should make a statement up of 
your rental income for 1949 and put in the necessary upkeep 
and expenses. 
~Ir. Devany: I can establish that. 
The Commissioner: Put it in as an exhibit. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. What is the c.ondition of shipping· in Norfolk at the pres-
ent timef 
A. It is better than it was but it is sti11 poor. That is, for 
licensed officers. 
Q. Did you desert :Mrs. Raiford¥ 
A. Absolutely, I would like to get it in the recorcl-
1\f r. Alfriend: I object. The events leading up to his de-
parture-
The Witness: I would like to get that in the record. 
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page 105} By Mr .. Devany: 
Q .. Answer my question. 
A. I never deserted her and never intended to and never 
would under any circumstances would I have deserted her, 
under a.uy circumst.ances. 
Q. Did you supply her with the money and necessities of 
life as far as your ability to do so was concerned f 
A. Everything I could. 
Q. Mr. Raiford, why would not Mrs. Raiford return to 
Beaumont Avenue? 
A. I could not sav because I would not know her mind. I 
couldn't say about that. 
Bv the Commissioner: 
· Q. I should like to ask him at this point: How many fam-
ilies occupy the property at Beaumont A venue? 
A. There is three houses under 9531 Beaumont Street. One 
is 9531 Beaumont Street; the other one is 9531-A Beaumont 
Street; and the other one is 9531-B Beaumont Street. 
By Mr. Devanys: 
Q. In which one did you live? 
A. 9531-B Beaumont. 
Q. Did anybody else live there? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You and Mrs. Raiford and her child? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 106 } By the Commissioner : 
· Q. How many rooms f 
A. Two bedrooms, a living room, kitchen and dining room 
combined., and a bath. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Did you build a room on there for her son f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you owe Mrs. Raiford any money which she advanced 
from any income tlmt she had? 
A. I owe her $405 now. 
Q. How much? 
A. $405. 
Q. You owe her that now? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What is that for? 
A. That was to help pay on the house: 
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Q. Do you recog11ize that as a liability on you t 
A. Yes, sir,. I realize that. 
Q. That went into that houset 
A: Yes, sir. 
Q. How much have you paid on tha:t house since you bought 
itf 
A. Would this include monthly payments t 
The Commissioner : There is a moi~tgage on therer The· 
only way you can tell how much he has paid on 
page 107 ~ there would be to have a breakdown of principal,, 
interest, taxes. 
By ]\fr. Devany: 
Q. What is the monthJ.y payment on itr 
A. $36.89. 
Q. Have yon been making those payments¥' 
A. Yes; sir. 
Q. Have-you paid any other money beside thatf 
A. The initial payment of $1,475. 
Q. Have yon made any other substantial paymentr 
A. And another curtailment of $1,000. 
Q. That is in addifam to your monthly payment! 
A. Yes,. sir. 
By the Commissioner :-
Q. 'The money that you say yon owe Mrs. Raiford of $405 
was made· up of 0ne of those payments that was made1 
A. Yes, in the $1,00Q.. payment.. It went into. the $1,0QQ; 
payment .. 
By Mr. Devany:-
Q. vVas the house at Beaumont A venue· furnislied prop-
eriy f 
A. I think so. 
Q. Now, when yon moved to Farrell Avenue, did ~frs. Rai-
ford require you to purchase new furniture or not t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. vVha:tf 
page 108 f A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Would she use tlle old furniture!' 
A. No, sir, absolutely; she refused to go in the house with 
the old furniture. She wouldn't move into the house with 
the o'ld furniture .. 
Q. Whai kind of furniture did she· buy t 
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A. Well, it was better than anything they had in any store 
in the City of Norfolk., I guess. 
Q. Where did she get it! 
A. It was tailor-made at Atlantic Furniture Company. 
Q. Was it her designing· and plan for the furniture? 
, A. Yes, sir. She had the whole say-so. She picked it out 
and had it made just like she wanted. 
Q. And the furnishing of that house and the purchasing 
of it was for the purpose of getting her to return to you Y 
A. We had to wait a month after we got the house, to have 
the furniture made. 
Q. Would she go in there before the house was furnished? 
A. No, not with the old furniture. She wouldn't let me 
move that in. 1·v e done without the furniture rather than 
have the old furniture in there. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. I am a little confused on this. Is this after the deser-
tion when you ordered Mrs. Raiford out of the house f Which 
· house was that, the Beaumont Street where the 
page 109 ~ furniture was so poor Y 
A. What did you sayf In Beaumont Street the 
furniture was so poor! 
Q. In which house was the furniture that you claim she 
refused to go back to f 
A. In Farrell Street we didn't-
Q. Which house is it that you are now testifying she re-
fused to even set foot in? 
A. That is Beaumont Street. 
Q. Is that the house you ordered her out of Y 
A. Yes. 
By the Commissioner: 
Q. That was in February? 
A. That was just an argument, anyhow. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. How long after you ordered her out of the house before 
you went and tried to get her to come back? 
· A. I was working at the time, working nights and days, 
too, because the two mates were off the ship. And the first 
night that I could, I contacted her and she bad gone to a 
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boxing match. So I went down and met her at the boxing 
match that night and made up. 
Q. About how long was that? · 
A. That was from a week to ten days, I guess. I might 
could get the actual facts on that. 
l)age 110 ~ Q. During the time that you and l\Irs. Raiford 
were living together, did you have a joint bank 
account and, if so, in what bank? 
A. I had a joint bank account all the time we was married, 
in the Southern Bank of Norfolk. 
Q. And you said the balance is now what¥ 
A. $19.11. 
Mr. Devany: That is all. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. Mr. Raiford, you have stated that shipping was poor. 
Is it poor in other ports, other than Norfolk, such as \Vest 
Coast ports? 
A. I will tell you, I can't keep up with them too much. I 
would say maybe San Francisco might be good ·at the pres-
ent. . 
Q. Is 1t true that shipping between the United States and 
Korea at this present moment is particularly heavy? 
A. Yes., I would say. 
Q. Are crews sailing shorthanded at the present time, Mr. 
Raiford? 
A. Now, that I couldn't say. A ship doesn't usually sail 
shorthanded foreign. It is against the law. 
Q. Shortly after June 21 when you left your wife, when 
you returned did you tell her that the best thing 
page 111 ~ you thought you could do was to g·et a divorce as 
quickly as possible? 
A. When I returned on June 21st 1 
Q. Shortly after June 21st when you testified, I believe, 
that :mu went to your uncle's funeral; you came back over 
there. Do you remember making· the statement that you 
though~ the best thing to do was to get a divorce as quickly 
as possible? 
A. No, I didn't say that. 
Q. Do you deny making that statemenU 
A. Yes, I deny it. 
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l\ilr. •. A}friend: I believe I, omitted to introduce his income 
tax return into the record at the time I questioned him about 
it. 
Bv Mr. A.1friend: 
"Q. Mr. Raiford, do you recognize this as being a true copy 
-0f your 1949 income tax report°/ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Alfriend: I offer this in evidence as Complainant's 
Exhibit B. 
(The document referred to was marked Complainant's Ex-
hibit B.) 
Bv Mr. Alfriend-: 
"Q. Mr. Raiford, I notice on that income tax that you only 
listed the rentals from one of the two houses which you put 
in your mother's name. Who received the income 
page 112 ~ from the other house? 
A. We were living· in the other house. 
Q. So there was no rental value of the other house at that 
time. Mr. Raiford, can you tell us at this time what your 
income in 1950 is, including the rental money that you have 
received from those houses Y 
A. I will give you the facts. I don't want no more esti-
mated fig'Ures on all this stuff. If you want facts, I will· give 
them to you. (Witness referring to papers.) Estimate up 
to what dayt June 30th? 
Q. Up to the present date. This is September 1st. 
The Commissioner: You can read that into the record 
when you get it all assembled. 
A. The first one is $239.07. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
·Q. ,vhat is that for? 
A. That is wages on the U. S. N. S. TONTI. That was 
from 12/21/1949, until 1/5/1950. You want net income¥ 
Q. No, the total. The income I want, Mr. Raiford, is your 
total salary before withholding, before social security and 
·before any other benefits may have been deducted., such as 
insurance allotments or any other possible deductions. 
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The Commissioner: If you want all that data,. we had bet-
ter put these in evidence. 
page 113 ~ The Witness: Just put these in evidence. 
The Commissioner: Complainant's Exhibit C.-
(The document ref erred to was marked Complainant's Ex-
hibit C .. ) 
By the Commissioner: 
Q. This is earnings as . third mate on the U .. S.-
A. U. S .. Naval Tanker TONTI. 
The Commissioner: Now, Exhibit D, earnings on the same· 
vessel from January 25, 1950, to February 20, 1950 .. Exhibit 
E. is his earnings as third mate on the same vessel from Jan-
uary 6 to January 24. Exhibit F, the earnings on the ship 
SOUTHERN COUNTIES from July 5, 19501 to August 3,. 
1950 .. 
(The documents referred to were marked Complainant's 
Exhibits D, E and F, respectively.) 
By Mr. Alfriend: 
Q .. Now, Mr. Raiford, what was the· amount you received 
from the State Unemployment Compensation Bureaut 
A. $125 .. 
Q. For 1950f 
A. $125 .. 
Q. And yon received the $140 gross a month from the rental 
of the properties that you have f 
A. Yes. That wasn't the whole vear of 1950 because the 
house was unoccupied.. .. 
page 114 ~ Q. ·what months in 1950 was the house nnoc-
cupied, Mr. Raiford f 
A. From the time that she left, that was-from around 
February 7 to approximately April 5, unoccupie·d. I kept it,. 
thought maybe she would come· back. 
Q. Was that the $65 a month or the $75 f 
A. That was the $6'5 a month house. 
Q. Now:, Mr. Raiford, at the present time I1as· shipping 
picked up to a sufficient extent that you could obtain a berth 
aboa:rd a shipt · 
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A. I would have to go through rotation shipping. I would 
have to wait until my name comes up on the list. 
Q. Is it on the list now 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. In what position is your name on the list? 
A. You mean how far is it from the top, how much Y 
Q. Yes. 
A. It seems like to me-I was looking at it yesterday an-
other captain and myself figured it would be 21 days come 
up if it goes according to rotation. 
Q. How many lists are you on, Mr. Raiford? 
A. How many lists am I on now f One. 
Q. Why aren't you on more than one list? 
A. w· ell, what do you mean? You will have to explain 
to me. 
Q. You said you have registered with the vari-
page 115 ~ ous companies. You have testified that you are 
approximately 21 days from the top of one lisU 
A. That is Masters, Mates and Pilots. The Masters, Mates 
and Pilots have now taken over shipping and they are trying 
...:....they won't let you solicit jobs. 
Q. So all shipping· is done through the ·Masters, Mates and 
Pilots for licensed personnel? 
A. They are trying to enforce it. I don't know whether 
they can or not; trying to enforce rotation shipping. 
Mr. Alfriend: I call :Mrs. Raiford as a rebuttal witness. 
LORRAYNE SPEAR RAIFORD, 
the complainant, recalled, testified further as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Alfriend: 
Q. Mrs. Raiford, your husband has just testified that after 
he ordered you out of the house on Beaumont Street, he re-
quested that you return to that house and you refused and 
said that you ,1rnuld never even step foot in that house again. 
Is that true! 
A. I have testified · before that he has never asked me to 
return to this home. 
page 116 ~ Mr. Deyany: We object to that. It i"S encum-
bering the record. 
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Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
·Q. Did you at any time give any indication to him that you 
did not want to live in the house on Beaumont Street or any-
thing· that would lead him to believe that you had refused to 
live in that house? 
A. No, I did not. 
Q. :Mr. Raiford has also just testified that after he or-
dered you to leave the house on ~eaumont Street, he later, I 
believe in his words '' cooled down'' and told you not to do 
anything rash. Did he revoke his order you to leave 1 Did 
he tell you that he was sorry, he wanted you now to stay 
there1 
A. I did not leave immediatelv because mv child was in 
school. He ordered me out twice and I said,"' ''Bob, you do 
not have to ask me but one time to leave.'' And then I had 
to pack my clothes and a few things because my child was 
in school; and that evening I left. 
Q. At any time prior to your leaving that evening, did he 
ask vou to remain there and live as husband and wifet A: No., he did not. 
Q. "'\:Vhen your husband left on ,Tune 21, did you tell him 
to get out of the house 1 
A. I have never ever said any words to that effect. 
Q. He has testified that shortly after he left, 
page 117 ~ I believe on June 22nd or 23rd, he went to the 
funeral of his uncle. Did he inform you that he 
was going to the funeral of his uncle? 
A. He told me he was going. He came over and informed 
me he was going· and asked me, said his mother asked me if 
I would go, but I had eight dog·s to take care of and I could 
not go. · 
Q. Did he ask you to go himself or merely relaying his 
mother's message? 
A. No, he asked me, ~mid his mother asked me if I would 
g·o. 
Q. Your lmsband has also testified that he came by there 
sometime shortly after the June 21 separation and asked you 
couldn't he return there and stay even as a boarder. Do you 
remember any such occurrence as thaU 
A. ·when was this? 
Q. Shortly after the June 21 separation. 
A. He came there one evening· and tha.t was the evening- tl1at 
he threatened me ·with wlmt he was going to take out of the 
house and-
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Q. Mrs. Raiford, I call attention to the fact that your 
husband has flatly denied that he made any threats at all 
to remove anythiiig from the house. ~ 
A. Yes, I am very much aware of the fact that 
page 118 ~ lie denied it, hut we bad had a discussion about 
it and he informed me of what he was going to 
take out of the house. 
Mr. Devany: Mr. Alfriend has gone into all this before. 
Bv Mr. Alfriend: 
·Q. Did he tell you why he wa:s going to take out that-
A. No, he did not. 
Q. Did he give any indication at all of wanting to live 
there? 
A. No. 
Q. Did he enter into any discussion whatsoever in relation 
to divorce at that time 0? 
A. Yes. vVe had a discussion on that subject and he said 
the quickest way is the best way. He even suggested going 
to Florida, which he knew I could not take a child to Florida. 
Q. Did he offer to pay your way clown to Florida t 
A. "\V ell, that was not discus ed. 
Q. At that time, had you made any alimony demands upon 
himY 
A. Did I ask him for anything? 
Q. At that time, when be wanted you to go to Florida, was 
there any discussion of whether there would be any contract 
settlement or whether in any way be would contribute to 
your support 7 
page 119 ~ A. He asked me what did I-what would I ask, 
and I says '''Vell, I don't have any idea. I haven't 
even thought about that." 
Q. I believe your husband bas also testified that when he 
returned from sea on August 6 be came by to see what your 
attitude was. At that time., did he make any effort or any 
statement in regard to the fact that he wanted to come back 
and live with you? 
A. No, he did not. 
Q. Did he give any reason for coming back there? 
A. He told me be wanted his uniform, which is an old uni-
form that he can only wear unless he is a captain, and it does 
not even fit him. That is what he said he came for. 
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Q. Mrs. Raiford, do you remember shortly prior to tha' 
June 21 sepa1:ation any discussion relative to the sale of the 
house that you now live in under the joint names of you and 
Mr. Raiford¥ 
A. Yes. He suggested that we sell the house. 
Q. ::Pid he give any reason for wanting to sell the house? 
A. He told me that he was not in the least interested in 
anything around there, which he had already proved to me 
because he never stayed there. He was over at his father's 
all the time. 
page 120 ~ Q. Did you make any statements to him in re-
gard to the selling of the house"? 
A. Well,. I. told him-asked him where I supposed to go. 
He says ·he did not care, that I could always go to my mother's 
home, that he cared nothlng about me when he married me. 
And I told him then, I said "Don't you think that is a pretty 
low thing for a man to marry a widow with a child, when he 
cares nothing for ber1'' He said well, he didn't care, that 
be bad nothing to worry about, he had plenty to take care of 
himself with. He said '' .. A.nd mv father will leave me wen 
off." · 
Q. Do you remember the date of that discussion f I call 
your attention to the fact that your husband has denied mak-
ing· any such statements. 
A. Yes. I am verv much aware that he denied all of that. 
Q. You remember the date, Mrs. Raiford? 
A. That was one week before he left. And he also in-
formed me at that time that he had no intentions of staying· 
there when he bought the place, which I have never been able 
to understand. 
Mr. Alfriend: I believe that is orrr rebuttal testimony and 
also our case. 
page 121 ~ CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. Why did he buy this new place 5l 
A. He came to me-he said in his testimonv that he had 
to buy this place to get me to come back, which is not true; 
lie came to me and begged me to go look at a place, that he 
had picked out and which I knew nothing about until he asked 
me one day to go look at it, and I did. 
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Q. He boug·ht it so you would come back to him., didn't he? 
A. He did not buy it just to get me back. vVe had talked 
it over before and he sug·gested going and looking at a house, 
which I did. 
Q. And you didn't want to go back on Beaumont Avenue? 
A. I have never said that I would not go back on Beaumont 
Avenue. He has never asked me to go back. It was never 
discussed that I go back on Beaumont Avenue. 
Q. Did you want to go back over there ·f 
A. I had no objections to g·oing back to Beaumont Avenue. 
Q. What was the objection to the old furniture that you 
bad in the old place 1 
A. He had old furniture in there, which is true, and I of-
fered my $475 to buy new furniture with. I offered to do that. 
I thought that he was going to be entirely different and I 
would-anything· I had. I was perfectly willing 
page 122 ~ to cooperate. 
Q. Isn't that statement a little bit different 
from your attitude when you required him to return you that 
$500 last December¥ 
.A. I have never asked him for any money whatsoever. That 
was his own idea, and he never gave me anything then. That 
was my checks from tlie Government. He did not give me a 
cent. He considered he gave me a lot but did he give me any-
thjng! Nothing. 
Q. I mean, it was your idea that you wanted to share every-
thing with him. You took the money you had already ad-
vanced in December, didn't you? 
A. We put it back in our joint bank account. He insisted 
that I take it. 
Q. Didn't you buy a bond with thaU 
A. I did, and then when we went back together, I turned 
it in. It was old enoug·h and I put it in our joint bank ac-
count. 
Q. When did you deposit in that joint bank accounU 
A. I don't remember. He has the bank book. It was not 
only the bond, it was another $100 along with it, which made 
it $475. 
Q. How much did you give him at that timef 
A. I gave him $475 and he also added some that day. I 
don't remember how much it was but we were to-
page 123 ~ gether and I cashed my bond in that da.y and with 
another $100, along with some money that he put 
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in, I lmve forgotten how much the amount was, but I gave 
it to him that day. It was quite a bit put in the bank that· day. 
It was more than just mine. 
Q. In whose account was that deposited? 
A. In our joint account. 
Q. ·wasn't that on April 10, 1950, $541.89 f 
A. I do not remember the date. 
Q. "\V ould you know the bank book f 
A. I don't know. Let me see. (\~Titness looking at bank 
book.) What date did you say? 
Q. The 10th of March. 
A. ~o, it is April the 10th. 
Q. April 10th? 
A. I believe that was the date. 
Q. Doesn't that deposit slip also show deposit of over 
$900 to that accounU 
Mr. Alfriend: I don't believe that is a true statement, Mr. 
Devany, because the deposit slip doesn't show withdrawals 
on there. 
A. I don't remember whether it was April 10th or not but 
I know-I believe it was March 14th, because it was almost 
$1,000 that day that we put in the bank. It was March 14, 
1950, that we put that money in the bank. 
Mr. Alfriend: I believe that this is in cross 
page 124 ~ examination of rebuttal. It seems to me that this 
is outside of the scope of the testimony that I 
offered in rebuttal, and I so object to it. 
Mr. Devany: She testified that she was willing to con-
tribute all her income and means for maintenance of the 
family. I wanted to show that that was not correct, could 
not be correct because she had received the monev she had 
banked prior to that time and would not carry out that state-
ment. 
Mr. Alfriend: I think the evidence shows, Mr. Devany 
that this $500 that Mr. Raiford gave his wife or the amount 
to cover obligations for the check that she advanced for the 
running. of the household, was only for advances up to some-
time in November, 1949. This line of testimony that you are 
now pursuing is apparently covering advances that Mrs. Rai-
ford bas made in the year 1950, when there is no allegation or 
J' ''·"" 
' 
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:any scintilla of evidence that Mr. Raiford has made any at-
tempts to reimburse his wife for her turning over her munthly 
(~hecks from her insurance monev that she receives from the 
.estate of her deceased husband .. · 
Mr. Devany: There is no evidence to show that she turned 
them over, either. That is all I can get out of it. 
The Commissioner: I should like to ask Mrs. 
page 125 } Raiford a few questions. 
By the Commissioner: 
Q. You met J\fr~ Raiford in 1947, according to the testi-
mony, is that correcU 
A. Yes, sir. It was in December .. 
Q. December, 1947? · 
A. Just before Christmas. 
Q. How long· had you known him prior to that f 
A. I did not know him at all. 
Q. How long did you go together ·or did you go together 
with the idea of matrimonial-
A. Well, I started going with him the first of the year, 
really. And he-we went together until the spring and in 
May he took a trip, went to sea and he stayed until Septem-
ber and was home two weeks .and left again and came home 
Christmas. That was the first vear. 
Q. That was in 19481 .. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Then, after he came back around Christmas time, you 
1·esumed your acquaintanceship f 
A. Yes. 
Q. When did he propose to you f 
A. Oh, it was the next year. 
Q. In 1949. You were married tl1e early part of 1949'i 
A. Yes. 
page 126 ~ Q. Now, you lived together amicably for the re-
mainder of the vear 1949 Y 
A. No, we did· not. .. 
Q. Just what was the-
.A. .. What do you mean 1 I don't know what you mean. 
Q. I mean as husband and wife, in perfect accord 1 Was 
he going to sea in 1949? · 
A. No. He did not go to sea in '49 until-you have it on 
your records. When was itf He went to sea in December 
of '49. 
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Q. But he was home then from the time-
A. He was home the whole vear. 
Q. From the time you were married, the whole year .. Did 
you live tog·ether in peace and harmony 1 
A. No, we did not. 
Q. For what reason~ 
A. "\V ell, I-it is all in my testimony. 
Mr. Alfriend: Off the record. 
(At this point there was an off-the-record discussion, after 
which the.following occurred:) 
A. (Continuing) Well, we were only married a few months: 
before he-the whole year, he threatened me with separation. 
He was the first one. The whole year was nothing but con-
tinually his idea that we would separate. 
page 127 ~ By the Commissioner : 
Q. Why! 
A. Because I would not get a note from my father that 
I had lent my father some money before we were married. 
And he admitted that to mv father and my brother. And that 
whole year I never said a ,vord to my pe~ple about it because· 
I was too ashamed of the fact that rnv lmshand would threaten 
me with divorce or separation. He '\\1as·the :first one that ever 
mentioned anything like that. And it went on for the whole 
year. 
Q. Was it a substantial amount f 
A. Yes, it was. I lent it to my father with no strings at-
tached whatsoever. I lived with rnv father and my son after 
I came-after my husband was killed, for a year; and1 be-
wonldn 't take a cent. And I offered this money to my father 
because I wanted to help him out and I did not need it. 
Mr. Alfriend = I ask for a recess. 
(At this point there was a orief recess, after which tbe, 
following occurred:) 
Mr~ Alfriend: It is stipulated between counsel that the 
record on page twelve, the answer on line 29 will be amended'. 
Robert Harvey Raiford v. Lorrayne Spear Raiford 85 
Richard II arvey Raiford. 
by the insertion after word ''stop'' in the sentence '' One will 
stop'' as words ''in 1952," so that the sentence 
page 128 ~ will read '' One will stop in 1952, and then I will 
get $29 a month.'' 
RICHARD HARVEY RAIFORD, 
recalled, testified further as follows: 
Examined bv Mr. Devanv: 
Q. Do yo1; know the net revenue from the houses on Beau-
mont ·Avenue that belong to Mrs. Annie Raiford~ 
.A.. It showed $515, some cents. 
l\Ir. Alfriend: I object to Mr. Raiford 's testimony unless 
it is shown that Mr. Raiford is in a position to know what 
the current expense of that property was. 
By Mr. Devany: 
Q. How do you know that, M:r. Raiford f 
A. There is $800--the rent was $1,127, wasn't it? $1,427? 
There is $840-some there for repairs and utilities, which I 
probably paid. 
Q. You paid those, did you¥ 
A. I paid a lot. 
Q. Do yon know what the rents arei 
A. Yes, I know what they are. And the taxes I don't know 
to a cent but it is $21 some cents a quarter. That would be 
approximately $85. 
Mr. Alfriend: I further object to Mr. Rai-
page 129 ~ ford's testimony and call for tax records as being 
the best evidence. 
The Witness: I will produce it. 
The Commissioner: I suggest 1:hat a statement be put in 
the record. 
Mr. Devany: We would like to reserve the privilege of 
filing the statement with the Commissioner, and at the same 
time I will give a copy to counsel. 
Mr. Alfriend: · I suggest that Mr. Raiford's son, who re-
ceives the income and is apparently in charge of this prop-
erty, would be the proper one to testify. 
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By Mr. Devany: 
Q. ,,7110 looks after this propertyf 
A. ,v en, I look after it when he is gone. He probably looks 
after it when he is here. 
Mr. Devany: vVe will furnish a statement. 
The Commissioner: Unless you have some further ques-
tions, I am through. 
Statement withdrawn hv Mr. Devanv after conference with 
Mr. Alfriend. - " 
D. 
A Copy-Teste: 
M. B. WATTS, C. C. 
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DECREE. 
This cause came on to be "heard upon the bill of complaint; 
the defendant's answer to said bill; and the depositions taken 
before Delamater Davis, Esq., Commissioner in Chancery, 
beretofqre appointed to take testimony herein and report his 
findings to the court, and filed on behalf of the complanant 
and the defendant; the report of the said commissioner; and 
exceptions filed thereto by both parties and was argued by 
counsel. 
And it appearing from the report of the said commissioner, 
which said report is hereby in all respects confirmed, except 
that portion which recommends that the complainant be 
awarded $50.00 per month alimony, and from the evidence 
taken in this cause, independently of the admissions of either 
party hereto that the complainant Lorrayne Spear Raiford 
and the defendant Robert Harvey Raiford, are white persons 
and were law:fully ,married on l\Iarch 9, 1949, in Norfolk, Vir-
ginia; that the con.::t:plainant is and has been a bona fide resi-
d~lit of and domi9ilecl in the City Qf Norfolk, Virginia, for 
more than one ye~,r next preceding the institution of this suit 
and was so .·domiciled and a resident tl1ereof at the time of 
the institution ofjiliis sµit; that the parties hereto last co-
habited a1:1 husband ,and wife in the Cj,:ty of Norfolk, Virginia; 
that there are no -c:hildren :born of this marriage; that the 
defendant on June 21, 1900,. did without just cause desert' and 
aI'b.~don, the complainant; that the testimony of the complain-
run~ ~ [s fully corr<iborated ,~s requirE!d by law to establish the 
saj.d des~i;tion ; . . . _ 
lt. is th¢refore ADJUD:GED, O~:OERED ~·:t!d ~ECREED 
that the ~mmplafuant, Lorrayne Spear Raiford, be, granted 
a divorce a 1nensa et thoro from the defendant on the grounds 
of his desertion of her on June 21,. 1950; that the ,.def endarit 
do., pay \to, the complainant ·each .an4. every month_, .. payaJllle 
s~tin~mo~thly, the sum ef $:lQOJOO', as ,alimony ant!llsupport 
money~ rf;ha_t tb,e defendant ft1rthe1· pay to R. J. Alf1i:end,]II, 
attcn~liey fto;r. the ~Qmplainan.t. the eium of :$200.0:Q, sul)j.ect ta,.~ 
credit :of '.${i0!00 l.l~ret,qfore .flllowedi as atto.:rney '~ f'3e· lo1· ~el!~ 
vi¢~ ten;q'(?:t,~J1 the compl~EJ.P.t, ~rpd juclg;roenl i~ heteby e:n .. 
t~r:ed ur £avo,1f of' B,. Ji •. A~f,1~ien(}~, ll;[, ~g~~st, Robert Ha1~y 
:RarMfomd in the suin '.Of $:t5omo. 18,n(l the '0le11t 'IS' d.ir~ctedJ 11i.8 
,do:clt~t the same,;. that this, lll'~tmeir shai be $ept u,po)l'-' th~ 
do.cl¢t for further· orders -of· th~ ;e.~.ui~t.:; 
·That. the defendant ;does heire~y: 1except t9 ·,the a.etion of ~e. 
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court herein in granting this decree, and ]mving further in-
dicated his intention to file a petition for appeal from this 
decree to the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, it is fur-
ther ORDERED that the execution of this decree be sus-
pended for a period of 60 <lays upon the defendant do give 
bond with good and sufficient security with the Clerk of this 
court in the sum of $1200.00 as security for fees aud costs,. 
when and if such appeal is granted by a Justice of the Su-
preme Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
Enter Nov. 7, 1950. 
,J. H. TAYLOR .. 
A Copy-Teste: 
M. B .. WATTS, C. C .. 
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